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CURRENT TOPICS. 
Tue names and dates of call to the bar of the new Queen’s 


Bar), 1859, and Mr. Row- 





Freperice O:irrorp (Parliam 

LAND PonsonBy BLENNERHASSETT Bar), 1878. 
Ir mAs BEEN arranged that during the forthcoming sitti 

the two divisions of the Court of Ap shall be com 


respectively of Lord Esnzr, M.R., A. L. Surra and Kay, 
L.JJ., and Livprey, Lorzs, and Davzy, L.JJ. This 

ment will have to be modified when two stag cases, on the 
hearing of which Lord Justice A. L. sat in Court of 
heel No. 2, come into the paper. 
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THERE ARE 222 witness actions in the lists of the five jud 
of the Chancery Division. Of this number 38 are before Mr. 
Justice Curry, 44 before Mr. Justice Norru, 60 before Mr. © 
Justice Srrriine, 46 before Mr. Justice Kexewicn, and 34 before 
Mr. Justice Romer. In addition to the ten days which Mr. 
Justice Norra and Mr. Justice Srreuine will each devote during 
the Easter Sittings to the disposal of his witness list, Mr. 
Justice Romer will, as usual, proceed daily with the hearing of 
these actions, and Mr. Justice Kexewion will, as circumstances 
permit, hear witness actions from time to time. 


Dvurinc tHE short Easter Sittings the two divisions of the 
Court of Appeal will have before them lists of cases num- 
bering only 89 for both divisions. This number amounts to 
the same total as that for the previous sittings, and may, with 
the appeals to be set down during the fo 3 sittings, 
afford sufficient cases to provide continuous work. The appeals 
from the Chancery Division are 28, those from the Queen’s 
Bench Division are 43, and there are 18 others, including one 
from the Stannaries Court, one from the Probate Division, 
eleven new trial cases, and five bankruptcy appeals. 








Ir 1s with great regret that we record the fatal termination 
of Lord Hannen’s long illness. The event removes one of the 
most notable judges of this generation. Appointed a judge of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench in 1868, he was in 1872 transferred 
to be jrdse of the Probate and Divorce Oourts in the place of 
Lord ZANCE, and in 1875 became President of the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division. In the conduct of the busi- 
ness of his court he shewed great firmness, tact, and dignity, 
and the reputation he thus won marked him out as emin 
fitted for the responsible post of President of the Parn 
Inquiry Commission. His t of the inquiry amply 
justified the confidence which was placed in him, and he 
sented a pattern of pees and impartiality whi 

n 8 


has, perhaps, never . The occasion required 
a great Talon, and he ily ormed his part. But the 


protracted strain told upon his health, and although he took 
* once more a! — Bd the Bry os aaa this = 
only tem . At the beginnin 1891 he was promoted 
be 4 ee ot Ay peal in Ordinary, : post which he held until his 
retirement in ye t last. In the course of last summer he 
served as one of the arbitrators appointed by Great Britain in 
the Behring Sea case. It will be a matter of universal regret 
that he has not lived to enjoy the repose he had so well earned. 





In connzcrion with the Local Government Act, 1894, 
circular has been addressed to the clerks of county councils 


by 
the Local Government Board, in which attention is called to 





Counsel, appointed during the present week, are as follow: Mr. 








visions of the Act, and in particular to those under 
same ent ane 
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purpose of — ing the Act into operation within their counties 
as soon as may be. Special siibeieee is made to the powers of 
county councils as to the alteration of areas and boundaries, 
and the circular adds: “It is important that alterations which 
may affect the preparation of the lists of voters should be made 
sufficiently early to enable the lists to be properly prepared, 
and it is consequently provided by sub-section (3) of section 84 
that every division into wards or alteration of the boundaries of 
any parish or union or district which is to affect the first elec- 
tion shall, if parishes or parts for which the registers of 

hial electors will be made are affected, be made, so far as 
practicable, before the Ist of July next.” Orders by county 
councils as to areas and boundaries are, by section 36 of the 
Act, to be deemed to be made under section 57 of the Local 
Government Act, 1888, and the Local Government Board have 
issued an order under the power given to them by the recent 
Act to make regulations for expediting and simplifying the 
procedure under that section for the purpose of bringing the 
recent Act into immediate operation. 





A aquzstion of some practical importance arose in the case of 
Jacobs v. Crusha and Others (ante, p. 337), in which the Court of 
Appeal held that rule 29 of order 16, which says (inter alia) 
that no notice of motion shall be served on behalf of any person 
admitted to sue or defend as a pauper unless it is signed by 
his solicitor, does not apply where the pauper has not had a 
solicitor assigned to him. The court held that the case was 
governed by the decision in Zucker v. Collinson (34 W. R. 354, 
16 Q. B. D. 562), where it was held that a person suing in 
formd pauperis, to whom no counsel has been assigned, is entitled 
to be heard in person ; Lord Esuzr, M.R., in that case saying, 
when order 16, rule 29, was referred to, that “‘that rule seems 
only to apply where a solicitor has been assigned under rule 26.” 
It seems to us that the rule requires immediate alteration, as it 
is a grave hardship upon the opposite party to be liable to be 
harassed by notices of motion launched and signed by a litigant 
in person from whom no costs can be recovered, the only 
remedy being to apply to have the litigant dispaupered on the 
proves that Se has been guilty of vexatious conduct, or perhaps 
to apply under rule 26 to have a solicitor assigned to him. 
Where a litigant is allowed the privilege of suing or defending 
tn formd pauperis, it is only reasonable that the opposite party 
should have the protection of a solicitor responsible, as pro- 
vided by rule 30, for the steps taken in the course of the 
litigation. In a note in the Annual Practice under ord. 16, r. 
26, the editors state that, “having regard to the wording of 
rule 29, it would appear that the words ‘if necessary’ were 
meant to apply to the case where the pauper has not already a 
solicitor, and that it was never intended that a pauper should 
sue or defend in person.” Lord Justice Davey, in the course of 
the argument, said that there was a great deal of sound sense 
in that passage, and he seemed to suggest that it would have 
been a good thing if the rules had been so framed. To our 
mind, it seems that the rules ought to be altered at once in 
this direction. 





THE REPORT in the daily papers of Mr. Justice Vavcuan 
Wi111ms’ remarks as to the course pursued with regard to the 
New Zealand Loan and Mercantile Agency Co. (Limited) was 
speedily followed by the usual “interview” by a press repre- 
sentative with the Inspector-General in Bankruptcy. It will be 
remembered that the learned judge said that “in this very case 
I was forced to rule that the Board of Trade had no jurisdiction 
to forbid the presentation by the official receiver of the very 
report with which I am now dealing, and I thought it my duty, 
in consequence of this claim by the Board of Trade, to make a 
declaration in open court as to the limits of the jurisdiction of 
the Board of Trade in controlling the official receiver,” and that 
he further commented on the delay which had occurred in the 

ings under the order for winding up, stating that he 
‘could not recognize any sufficient reason for this delay.” With 
to the former matter, the Inspector-General is reported 
to have said that “if any impression is entertained in any 
Fog to the effect that the Board of Trade have ever inter- 


ered in this or any other case with the view of concealing from 





the court wes facte or opinions entertained by the official 
receiver, such impression is entirely unfounded and con- 
trary to the facts.” As we do not find that the learned 
judge suggested that any concealment from the court of 
facts or opinions entertained by the official receiver had 
been attempted, we do not understand the relevancy of the 
Inspector-General’s remark. What Mr. Justice Vauenan Wix- 
LIAMS did say was that he had been “ forced” to rule that the 
Board of Trade had no jurisdiction “to forbid the presentation 
by the official receiver ” of the report on which the order for the 
public examination, under the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1890, of Mr. Munpetxa and other persons who were directors or 
officers of the company, was b. If the learned judge felt 
himself ‘‘ forced” to make this ruling, he must certainly have 
been under the impression that the Board of Trade intended to 
forbid the presentation of the official receiver’s report. As to 
this the Inspector-General says, “‘ The Board of Trade in various 
cases had to urge official receivers to make reports, but the 
idea of forbidding their doing so had never even been discussed 
or suggested.” This statement, although it does not specifically 
refer to the report in the New Zealand Co.’s case, must be taken 
as meaning that the Board of Trade, acting in its official 
character, had not attempted to forbid the presentation of that 
report. But the remark would have been a good deal more 
convincing if it had been more precise; if it had stated, for 
instance, that no official of the Board of Trade had, on his own 
authority, attempted to persuade or influence the official receiver 
into withdrawing the report. The fact that Sir Henry James, 
when appearing on behalf of Mr. Munpgia and others on the 
application before Mr. Justice VavcHan Wiiiiams, made a 
violent personal attack on the official receiver, indicates that a 
grievance was entertained against him by the applicants for 
——— the report. It is certainly unfortunate that the 
nspector-General does not affirm that no private influence was 
used in the matter, or that the attack made on the official 
receiver had nothing to do with his refusal to submit to such 
influence. And with regard to the delay in proceeding in the 
New Zealand Co.’s case the Inspector-General appears to have 
said nothing. The Board of Trade do not seem to understand 
that the matter is one going to the very root of its credit. If 
the charges deliberately made in open court by a learned 
judge, by no means liable to act on hasty or insufficient 
evidence, cannot be refuted, the confidence of the community in 
the department which controls the administration of the law 
relating to bankruptcy and the winding up of companies will be 
destroyed. 





Can A debenture-holder whose debenture gives him a charge 
on all the property of a company enforce his security by fore- 
closure? This question has been considered by Kexewicsn, J., 
in his very interesting judgment in Sadler v. Worley. Where 
the debentures of a partic series belong to different persons, 
there would be considerable practical difficulties, and this might 
have been a ground for holding that sale, and not foreclosure, 
is the proper remedy. But in the present instance all the de- 
bentures sg ae to the same person, and the question seems 
to be simply whether the holder of a mere charge on property 
is entitled to foreclosure. To answer this Kexewicn, J., s 
from a legal mortgage, and considered how far the right of fore- 


closure extends. In a legal mortgage the court first interferes 7 


to prevent the transfer of ownership from having its full effect, 
and when the 


und of interference is gone by the non- 
payment of the debt, the court simply removes the sto 


it has 


itself put on ( per Jesse, M.R., in Carter v. Wake, 4 Oh. D., at p. 3 
606). But foreclosure is clearly not confined to the case of a © 
legal mortgagee. It is a remedy open to the mortgagee of an 7 


equity of redemption, and also to an equitable mortgagee by de- 
posit of title deeds, whether or not accompanied by an agreement 


to execute a legal mortgage. In the first case the mortgagee has © 


the best right to call for the legal estate. In the second case, 
the decree for foreclosure carries with it a direction for con- 
veyance of the legal estate. If there is an express agreement to 
execute a legal mortgage, the remedy is in pursuance of the 
agreement; if there is no express agreement, nevertheless the 
deposit of title deeds is held to be evidence of an 
But it does not appear to have been hitherto held that the 
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+ 
remedy extends to the case of a mere charge. A in this 
direction has been undoubtedly taken in the case of judgment 
creditors. When judgments were made a specific charge on 
lands by 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 13, it was at first said that 
the creditor's remedy was by sale and not foreclosure 
(Fisher on Mortgages, 4th ed., p. 485), on the ground that 
he had a mere charge. It is to be noticed that under that 
statute he had the same remedies in equity as he would have 
had if an express charge by writing had been created in his 
favour. But in course of time it came to be admitted that he 
might foreclose as well. The reason of this change is, perhaps, 
not very clear; but, assuming the judgment pes ee remedy 
by foreclosure to be well established, it seems difficult to deny 
the remedy to a debenture-holder. He has a charge actuall 
created in writing, and the judgment creditor is put by statute 
in the same position. Hence Krexewicn, J., decreed foreclosure 
at the instance of the debenture-holder. 


Tx ConprTions under which a county court suitor is entitled 
to require the judge to make a note, in contemplation of an 
appeal to the High Oourt, were discussed in the Queen’s Bench 
Division in the recent case of The Queen v. The Judge of the Cit 
of London Court. On this subject it is provided by the 120t 
section of the County Courts Act, 1888, that at the trial or hear- 
ing of any action or matter in which there is a right of appeal, 
the judge, at the request of either party, shall make a note o* 
any question of law raised at such trial or hearing, and of the 
facts in evidence in relation thereto, and of his decision thereon, 
and of his decision of the action or matter. -In the case under 
discussion the judge was never asked to make a note of any 
question of law, but was simply required by the defendant’s 
counsel to take the usual note of the proceedings, which, how- 
ever, he did not take. Under these circumstances the Divisional 
Court (Cave and Waicut, JJ.) held that the conditions pre- 
scribed by section 120 had not been fulfilled by the appellant, 
and that the judge was, therefore, not bound to take any note. 
Mr. Justice Cavz, in giving judgment, laid it down that this 
section requires the point of law to be raised first, and that not 
till then is the suitor entitled to require a note to be taken. 
The accuracy of this decision can hardly be questioned, having 
regard to the terms of section 120. But we submit that the 
section itself requires amendment in the interests of county 
court suitors, who, necessarily, often experience great difficulty 
in literally complying with its requirements, Where, indeed, 
as sometimes happens, there is a definite point of law formu- 
lated at the outset of the trial, no hardship can arise. For then, 
of course, the judge can immediately be asked to take a note of 
all the evidence in relation thereto. But it is obvious that a 
sea of law may arise in the course of the case, or it may only 

ecome apparent after all the evidence has given (see 
per Bramwewt, L.J., in Morgan v. Rees, 25 W. R. 213, 6 
Q. B. D. 508, 513). What is to be done under such cireum- 
stances? Is the judge to hear the evidence over in? It is 
quite impossible to say. The 120th section certainly leaves the 
matter in doubt, and therefore needs revision. 





An ARricLeE on the position of county court judges has 
recently appeared in the columns of the Zimes. Its object is to 
shew that county courts, having now ceased to be small debts 
courts, owing to the gradual but steady and continuous develop- 
ment of their jurisdiction, effected by various statutes 
year after year, since 1846, the judges of those courts shoul 
receive increased salaries and be rewarded for their judicial 
services by occasional promotion of the more eminent members of 
their body to the High Court bench. Substantially the same view, 
we may remind our readers, has, for many years, been urged by 
us in these columns, and notably in an article on “The New 
Position of the County Courts” which appeared in 1890, where- 
in we hazarded the prediction that, in course of time, the county 
courts will become the only common law courts of first instance 
in this country. It is to be hoped that, at an early date, the 
matter referred to by the Zimes will be taken into the considera- 
tion of the authorities. 


THE ANTHROPOMETRIC SYSTEM 


Tue report of the Home Office Committee on the identification 
of criminals is a document of the utmost public interest and 
value. A critical analysis of its contents may not be inoppor- 
tune. The identification of criminals in England, in so far as.sts 


legal proof is concerned, is always dependent on nal recogni- 
tion by police or prison officers. There —. wever, various 
methods of discovering the identity of criminals. We may pass 


rapidly over the personal knowledge acquired by the arrest and 
trial of prisoners for earlier offences, and -by the interviews 
between the police and licensed convicts persons under 
sentence of supervision once a month and on e change of 


Y | residence. In addition to these sources of information there are 


(1) the Habitual Criminals’ ; (2) the register of ‘ dis- 
tinctive marks ””—both kept at the Home Office; (3) the alpha- 


betical registers and photograph albums of the Metropolitan 
Police ; (4) the county and borough police regi and photo- 
graphs; and (5) the inspection at Holloway of all prisoners 
committed for trial and remanded within the Metropolitan 
Police district. These methods, although they work better than 
has often been supposed, are, however, liable to several serious 
objections. Nos. (1) and (2) have been a comparative failure 
because (a) many persons have no distinctive marks ; () the 
published registers are for one year only, and thus no volume 
contains a complete list of habitual criminals; (c) the registers 
for the year are not published until late in the 
Nos. (3), (4), and (5) are of local or limited application. More- 
over, under all of these systems of identification there may be 
mistakes of a serious character, and all are slower and more 
cumbersome than necessary. The Home Office Committee pro- 
pose to add to these methods an an tric system, based 
yay on Bertillonage and partly on Mr. Gatron’s finger-print 
method. 

Three main conditions have, it is obvious, to be fulfilled :— 
1, The descriptions, measurements, or marks, which are the 
basis of the system, must be such as can be taken readily and 
with sufficient accuracy by prison warders or police officers of 
ordinary intelligence. 2. The classification of the descriptions 
must be such that on the arrest of an old offender who gives a 
false name his record may be found easily and with certainty. 
3. When the case has been found among the classified a 
tions it is desirable that convincing evidence of identity 
be afforded. In the opinion of the committee the first and third 
of these conditions are completely satisfied by Mr. Gaxron’s 
method, to which a brief reference may now be advisable. 

The essence of this method is to take impressions on paper or 
cardboard, by means of printer’s ink, of the papillary ridges, 
which cover the skin of the hands, immediately below the 
tips of the fingers and thumb. The results are classified accord- 
ing to three forms or t of pattern, to one or other of which 
every finger tip may assigned—viz., “arches,” when the 
ridges in the centre run from one side to the other of the bulb 
without making any backward turn or twist; “loops,” when 
there is a single backward turn, but no twist; and ‘‘ whorls,” 
when there is a turn through, at least, one circle, or a double 
turn in the form of a duplex — This system meets, as we 
have said, the first and third of the necessary conditions. Any 
one can take them. Fi ints are, moreover, an absolute 
impression from the body itself. If the imprint is taken at all it 
must, therefore, be correct. Besides this, it is conclusively 
established that the papillary ridges in each individual retain 
their peculiarities le through life, and in different 
individuals shew an infinite variety of forms. There is thus an 
ample guarantee that the evidence of identity furnished by the 


G. thod will be convinging. 
ALTON me vinging te nena: 


On the other hand, when we econd 

viz., that the classification of the marks of identity shall be 
capable of being found readily and with certainty—the Gatton 
method becomes unsatisfactory owing to the inequalities of the 
classes into which the impressions are divided. And accordingly 
at this point the committee invoke the aid of Bertillonage. 

A somewhat careful description of this system is necessary to 
make it intelligible. A record of each prisoner has first to be 
taken consisting of certain measurements, 
on the length of bony structures in the 
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be treated for practical purposes as invariable in adults. The 
cards on which these particulars are recorded are so classified 
that each can be found by means of the measurements and 
without the name of the person. And then by taking the 
measurements of any person who is arrested it is possible to 
ascertain his identity if he is already included in the register 
under any name whatever. The measurements of each person 
on the first occasion when he passes through the Bureau 
of Identification, of which M. Brrrition is head, are noted 
in duplicate on two cards, one of which is placed in an 
alphabetic register, and the other in the anthropometric 
or classified register. The mode of classification is thus 
described by M. Berritton. He assumes that he has to classify 
in one cabinet the measurement cards of 90,000 adult male 
prisoners. These he first divides into three classes, ‘‘ long,” 
‘‘medium,” and ‘short.’ The measurements are selected 
so as to give approximately equal divisions of 30,000 cards 
each; the medium /ength is from 185 to 190 millimetres; the 
heads of 191 or upwards are long, those of 184 or under are 
short. Each class of 30,000 is then sub-divided into three 
classes of 10,000 each, according to the width of the head, 
the numbers distinguishing broad, medium, and narrow being 
again so selected as to give equal classes. Proceeding in the 
same way, by the length of the middle finger (the third of the 
chief indicia of identity) each class of 10,000 is sub-divided 
into three classes of 3,300; by the length of the left foot (the 
fourth principal measurement) each class of 3,300 is sub- 
divided into three classes of 1,100; and by means of the cudit or 
JSorearm we reach a sub-division in which each class is less than 
400. This classification is carried out in a cabinet of twenty- 
seven sections, each of which is divided into three shelves, on 
which the cards are arranged according to the length of the 
foot, the upper shelf containing the “longs,” the middle the 
“‘mediums,” and the lower the “‘shorts.” Finally, in each 
shelf there are three drawers, containing respectively the cards 
on which the forearm is long, medium, or short. There are 
thus 243 drawers, each containing one class of cards number- 
ing about 400, and when the measurements of any prisoner are 
ascertained the drawer in which his card will be found can be 
at once determined. 

The Home Office Committee recommend that this system 
should, in the first instance, be applied to convicts and habitual 
criminals—i.¢., persons coming within section 7 of the Preven- 
tion of Crimes Act, 1871. In the case of persons whom it is pro- 

ed to put on the anthropometric register, the process will be 
(1) to photograph them ; (2) to take, according to the Bertitton 
system, the five principal measurements above referred to ; (3) to 
take the finger prints, after the Gatton system ; and (4) to takea 
description as at present. Untried prisoners may now be photo- 
graphed and measured under the Penal Servitude Act, 1891. 
But the committee recommend (1) that an untried prisoner 
should be photographed and measured only on the order of a 
magistrate, and (2) that this order should be made only on 
reasonable ground being shewn for suspecting that the prisoner 
is an old offender. We think that these safeguards are neces- 
sary, and hope that they will receive legislative sanction. An inte- 
resting question may hereafter arise as to whether the anthropo- 
metric system can be prayed in aid of the legal proof, as well as 
of the police discovery, of identity. We are inclined to the 
opinion that it could not under the existing rules of evidence, 
and, in any event, the admission of such evidence would seem to 
be liable to the objection that in many cases it might tend 
to lay previous convictions before a jury while a prisoner’s 
trial was still in progress and his fate undecided. 








THE SALE OF GOODS ACT, 1893. 
III. 


Transfer of property as between seller and buyer.—Before the 
property can pass in chattels which are the subject of a contract 
of sale, it is essential that they should be ascertained. This 
rule, founded, says Lord Bracksurn (Contr. of Sale, 124), on 
the very nature of things, is enunciated in section 16. But 
where the contract is for the sale of specific or of ascertained 
goods, the time of transfer depends on the intention of the 





parties (Zurley v. Bates, 2 H. & O. 200), and section 17, in 
recognizing this principle, provides also that for the purpose of 
ascertaining such intention regard shall be had to the terms of 
the contract, the conduct of the parties, and the circumstances 
of the case. In practice, however, the intention has been found 
to be no sufficient test. Difficulties arise “‘not only because the 
parties fail to manifest their intentions, but because not uncom- 
monly they have no definite intentions; because they have not 
thought of the subject” (Benj. on Sale, p. 275). To meet such 
cases a number of rules have been established by the authorities, 
and these are collected in section 18. 

The first rule deals with an unconditional contract for the sale 
of specific goods in a deliverable state. The property passes at 
the time of the contract, and it is immaterial that payment or 
delivery, or both, are postponed. ‘‘I take it to be clear,” said 
Parke, J., in Dixon v. Yates (5A. & E., at p. 340), “that by 
the law of England the sale of a specific chattel passes the 
property in it to the vendee without delivery.” The second and 
third rules are identical with those enunciated by Lord Bracx- 
BURN (Contr. of Sale, P: 174) for the cases where the sale is of 
specific goods, but either the seller is bound to do something to 
the goods for the ine of putting them into a deliverable 
state (rule 2), or, oe they are in a deliverable state, the 
seller is bound to weigh, measure, test, or do some other act 
with reference to the goods for the purpose of ascertaining the 
price (rule 3). The property does not pass until the seller has 
done what in each case is necessary, and—so the Act runs—the 
buyer has notice thereof. This latter requirement is not con- 
tained in the rules as given by Lord Biacksurn and quoted by 
Bensamin (Sale, p. 281). Rule 3, Lord Biacksurn observes, 
was taken too hastily from the civil law without adverting to the 
distinction that a perfect sale does not in English law, as it does 
in the civil law, depend upon the ascertainment of the exact 
price, but it has become firmly established. The fourth rule 
deals with the case of goods delivered to the buyer on approval 
or ‘on sale or return” or other similar terms. The property 
passes on approval or acceptance, or if the goods are retained 
without express approval or acceptance, then on the expiration 
of the time fixed for return, or if no time has been fixed, on the 
expiration of a reasonable time. What is a reasonable time is 
here, as in other cases, said to be a question of fact. 

Contracts for the sale of unascertained goods are the subject 
of the fifth rule, and the two cases of appropriation by the 
consent of both parties, and of appropriation by determination 
of an election, necessitate the division of the rule into two parts, 
The first case is simple. ‘‘The purchaser of an unascertained 
portion of a larger bulk,” said Erxz, 0.J., in Campbell v. Mersey 
Docks (14 OC. B. N. 8., at p. 414), ‘‘acquires no property in any 
part until there has been a separation and an appropriation 
assented to both by vendor and vendee. Nothing passes until 
there is an assent, express or implied, on the part of the 
vendee.” Hence the first part of the rule makes the property 
pass so soon as the goods are unconditionally appropriated to 
the contract, either by the seller with the assent of the buyer, 
or by the buyer with the assent of the seller, such assent being 
either express or implied. But where under the contract it is 
for the seller to select the goods, the assent of the buyer to any 
selection made by the seller seems to be implied, and the 
actual appropriation is made by the seller only. in other words, 
it is for him to elect what goods shall be appropriated to the 
contract, and the appropriation takes place and the property 
passes so soon as his election is determined. The secs part of 
rule 5 provides, with reference to such a case, that the seller is 
to be deemed to have unconditionally appropriated the goods 
to the contract so soon as he has delivered the goods to the 
buyer, or to a carrier or other bailee for transmission to the 
buyer: see Blackburn on Oontr. of Sale, p. 130; Aldridge v. 
Johnson (7 E. & B., at p. 900). Notwithstanding appropriation, 
however, the seller may reserve the right of dispo 
goods, as when they are shipped and by the bill of lading the 


goods are deliverable to the order of the seller or his agent. ; 


The rules on this subject are given in section 19. Section 20 
provides that, unless otherwise agreed, the risk passes with 


the property. 


Transfer of titl.—“In general no man can sell goods and © 
convey a valid title to them unless he be the owner, or lawfully © 
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represent the owner” (Benj. on Sale, p. 6). Section 21 
reproduces this rule, but it is provided that the Act shall not 
affect the provisions of the Factors Acte, or the validity of any 
contract of sale under any special common law or statutory 
power of sale, or under the order of a court of competent juris- 
diction. And section 22 saves the case of market overt. 
“Where goods are sold in market overt, according to the usage 
of the market, the buyer acquires a good title to the goods, pro- 
vided he buys them in good faith and without notice of any 
defect or want of title on the part of the seller.” The sale of 
horses is excepted, and will still be governed by the special 
statutes (Benj. on Sale, p. 13). Moreover no attempt is made 
to define what constitutes a sale in market overt. Where goods 
have been stolen and the offender is prosecuted to conviction, the 
property in the goods revests in the owner notwithstanding sale 
in market overt (section 24). Section 26 enacts the rule that 
writs of execution bind the goods of the execution debtor from 
the time when the writ is delivered to the sheriff ( Woodland v. 
Fuller, 11 A. & E, 859), with the saving of section 1 of the Mer- 
cantile Law Amendment Act, 1856, in favour of purchasers in 
good faith and for valuable consideration without notice of the 
writ. 

Delivery and acceptance.—Section 27 lays down the rule that it 
is the duty of the seller to deliver the goods, and of the buyer to 
accept and pay for them, in accordance with the terms of the 
contract of sale; and section 28 provides that unless otherwise 
agreed, delivery of the goods and payment of the price are con- 
current conditions (Benj. on Sale, p. 678). As to delivery, 
section 29 is framed upon the rule that, in the absence of a con- 
trary agreement, the seller is not bound to send the goods to the 
buyer (vdd, p. 682). The place of delivery, it is provided, is the 
seller’s place of business, if he have one, and, if not, his resi- 
dence. But if the contract be for the sale of specific goods, 
which to the knowledge of the parties when the contract is made 
are in some other place, that place is the place of delivery. 
Section 30 deals with the case of delivery of a quantity of goods 
greater or less than that specified in the contract. The buyer 
may either reject the goods or pay at the contract rate for what 
he actually accepts. While, however, the seller is not bound to 
send the goods to the buyer, he may by the contract of sale be 
authorized or required todoso. Delivery of the goods to a carrier, 
whether named by the buyer or not, is then primd facie deemed 
to be a delivery of goods to the buyer. Section 32 reproduces 
this well-established rule (see Benj. on Sale, p. 702), but it is 
subject to the proviso, contained in sub-section (2), that the 
seller must make such contract with the carrier on behalf of the 
buyer as may be reasonable, having regard to the nature of 
the goods and the other circumstances of the case. If he fails 
to do so, and the goods are lost or d ed in course of transit, 
the buyer may hold him responsible (Clarke v. Hutchins, 14 
East, 475). Sections 34 and 35 contain the rules as to accept- 
ance by the buyer. Where goods are delivered to him which 
he has not previously examined, he is not deemed to have 
accepted them until he has had a reasonable opportunity for 
examination (section 34; cf. Isherwood v. Whitmore, 11 M. & W. 
347), And, apart from this, mere receipt of goods does not 
constitute acceptance. The buyer is deemed to have accepted 
the goods when he intimates to the seller that he has accepted 
them, or after delivery deals with the goods in a manner incon- 
sistent with the ownership of the seller, or retains them after 
the lapse of a reasonable time without express rejection (section 
35 ; of. Chapman vy. Morton, 11 A. & E. 584), 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
DEATH WITHOUT HAVING BEEN MARRIED. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—An examination of the conflicting decisions referred to in 
the article which you recently published under the above heading 
suggests a doubt as to whether the exact effect of the judgments of 
the Lords Justices in Wilson v. Atkinson (4 De G. J. & 8. 455) has 
been correctly apprehended by the judges whose decisions purport to 
be founded upon them. The question appears to turn upon what 
value is to be attributed to the reference to the ‘‘ context” made by 
Knight Bruce, L.J., explicitly, and by Turner, L.J., implicitly, as a 
reason for the penthodlipe construction which they gave to the words 
‘‘ without having been married.” J M.R., assumes that there 
was some context relied upon which does not a in the report. 
Chitty, J., understands the term to have been used ‘‘in the broad 
sense of a marriage settlement.” I think neither of these views are 
quite accurate, as a consideration of the facts in Wilson v. Atkinson 
will shew. With to the suggestion of Jessel, M.R., all the 
four reports of the case (4 De G. J. & 8, 455, 33 L. J. Ch. 576, 4 
N. R. 451, 11 L. T. N. 8. 220) substantially agree as to the wording of 
the settlement, and it is improbable that every reporter would have 
ignored a material clause. Moreover, the language of the Lords 
Justices’ judgments does not point to the existence of anything of the 
kind. But it is also, I think, incorrect to say that the context 
referred to meant merely a marriage settlement. If what the Lords 
Justices intended to say was that an ultimate trust in the form found 
in Wilson vy. Atkinson would, in any ———- settlement, include 
children, then they certainly did not express themselves very clearly. 
But if they meant to say that in a marriage settlement like the one 
before them, which contained no gift to issue in default of appoint- 
ment, one would be justified in reading an ultimate trust in that 
form as including children of the marriage, then I think the 
judgment is reconcilable with other cases and also with the 
general practice of conveyancers. The argument amounts to this: 
A marriage settlement, prima facie, is intended to provide 
for the wife and children. If, therefore, there is no gift to 
the children in default of appointment, then the expression ‘‘ die 
without having been married”’ must be read in a non-natural sense, 
so as not to exclude children of the marriage from taking as next of 
kin, because the probability of an intention to include them in this 
ultimate gift is so great as to justify the court in giving this non- 
natural meaning to the words. Where, however, there is a gift 
to children at twenty-one or marriage in default of appointment, 
then the necessity for reading the words in a non-na' sense does 
not arise, and their literal sense will be given to them. 

If this is the true effect of Wilson v. Atkinson, the decisions in all 
the subsequent cases, ne Upton v. Brown and Re Arden, are 
reconcilable with it, tho the reasons for the decisions may not 
be. In Re Ball (11 Ch. D. 270) there was no gift to children in 
default of appointment. In Emmins v. Bradford the settlement 
was in the usual form, but did not contain a gift to the wife, her 
executors and administrators, in case she survived her husband, 
Nevertheless, Jessel, M.R., held that the children of a former 
marriage were excluded. In Stoddart v. Saville (38 L. J. 79, W. N, 
1893, p. 186) there was no gift to children in default of appointment. 

In Re Arden (35 L. J. 70, W. N., 1890, p. 204) the facts were almost 
identical with those in Emmins v. Bradford, but the case does not 
seem to have been argued, the point having been merely submitted to 
the judge; which is the reason, probably, why the case has not been 
more fully reported. In Upton v. Brown (12 Ch. D. 872) the settle- 
ment appears to have been very carefully drawn, and substan y in 
the form adopted by Davidson. But Fry, J., held, notwi 
this, that a child who died under twenty-one took under the ultimate 
gift to next of kin; so that the intention attributed to the use of the 
words by Davidson was defeated. The judgment, however, in this case 
is not very sati , a8, amongst o reasons which the learned 
judge gives for ting the construction, was that if he did not do 
so he would excl i mothe a son who as on — 
twenty-one, and also children of a subsequent marriage wife. 
first of these reasons does not sound very convincing, as such children 


are excluded also from taki share in default of appointment if © 
other “anntlage’ daoetl mi tele -one. It has 
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one cannot well. be relied on as a sufficient reason for giving a 
non-natural meaning to a phrase in a settlement. It is difficult 
to know exactly what his lordship intended by the second reason. 
He either forgot, when he alluded to it, that the gift over to 
next of kin only took effect in the event of the wife dying in 
the husband’s lifetime, or else he meant to imply that the settlement 


ought to provide for the case of the wife being divorced, remarrying, | 


having issue by the second marriage, and the marriage settlement not 
being varied on the occasion of the divorce, H. M 
Lincoln’s-inn, March 21, 





ACCOUNTANTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I enclose a pamphlet which I have received from a Mr. J. 
Herbert Wilkinson, who calls himself a ‘‘ consulting accountant and 
auditor.” Ihave marked a passage on page 14 which I think is 
deserving the attention of the local (Southport) law society, if not 
of some higher authority. Joun SEWELL. 

Carlisle, March 28. 


[The following is the extract from the pamphlet referred to by our 
correspondent :—‘‘ An accountant should also see that your debtors 
regularly pay their accounts, and if not, close the same and take the 
necessary proceedings, either by county court summons or writ, to 
recover the amount due.”—Ep. 8. J.] 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 


BAIRD v. TUNBRIDGE WELLS (MAYOR AND CORPORATION)—No. 2, 
20th March. 


Locat Goverxnment—StreeT—U rinat—Construction or Urtnat UNpER- 
Grounp—Soi unper Srreet Surrace not Depicatep to Pusiic— 
Puniic Heattu Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 4, 149—Tun- 
BRIDGE Weis Improvement (Locat) Act, 1890. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from the judgment of Grantham, J. The de- 
fendant corporation had, without the plaintiff's consent, excavated the 
soil underneath the public promenade known as the Pantiles in Tunbridge 
Wells, and had constructed therein underground lavatories and urinals for 
the use of the public. The plaintiff was the lord of the manor of Rustall 
and the soil of the locus in quo was his property. The surface of that soil 
was a public promenade which was enlarged and, in substance, made, 
some years ago, by the defendants with the consent of the plaintiff. From 
the evidence, the court inferred as a fact, that the locus in quo had not 
become a highway repairable by the inhabitants at large, and therefore 
was not vested in the defendants by eection 149 of the Public Health Act, 
1875, nor by any other Act. The defendants relied on section 93 of their pri- 
vate Act ( bridge Wells Improvement Act, 1890) as giving them autho- 
rity to do what they had done ; that section (so far as material) enacts that 
** the corporation may erect and maintain or permit to be erected or main- 
tained, in any street or public place or on land belonging tothem, . . . 
wuterclosets, urinals, and lavatories for the use of the public.’ The object 
of the action was, in effect, to obtain a declaration that the plaintiff was 
entitled to compel the defendants to discontinue the use of the lavatories, 
urinals, &c., so constructed. Grantham, J., dismissed the action, and the 
plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Court (Linpiey, Kay, and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Lrivtey, L.J., said that the evidence convinced him that assuming the 
locus in quo to be a street or public place, it had not become repairable by 
the inhabitants at large, and was not vested in the defendants by the 
Public Health Act, 1875, or by any other Act. The defendants were not 
the owners of the soil in which lavatories, &c., had been put, and had, 
therefore, no right to put the lavatories there, as owners. The soil be- 
longed to the plaintiff, and the defendants could only justify what they 
had done under section 93 of their private Act of 1890. Was the locus in 
quo e “‘ street or public place ’’ within the meaning of that section? The 

le itself—i.c., the surface of the ground in question —was cer- 
tainly a ‘‘ public place,’’ even if it was not a ‘‘ street ’’ within the meaning 
of section 4 of the Public Health Act, 1875. But nothing had been dedi- 
cated to the public; except the surface, and he had come to the conclusion 
that the soil under the surface, not having been dedicated to the public, 
was not a ‘‘ street or public place ” within section 93 of the defendants’ 
private Act of 1890; and that the defendants had no right, therefore, under 
that section, to erect the lavatories, &c., in that soil, without the consent of 
the plaintiff. For the same reason he came to the conclusion that ‘the 
soil in which the lavatories, &c., had been erected was not under the con- 
trol of the defendants £0 as to enable them to justify their acts under sec- 
tion 284 of their private Act. The case of Fareham Local Board v. Smith 


(35 Soxrcrrons’ Journat, 431) was not opposed to this view, for the wires | 


— in that case were the property of the local board, and were at- 
4 to the posts belonging to, and erected in the street which 
was vested in, the local board, and which included the soil in which 
the posts were erected. The word “street” in the Public Health 
Act, 1875, had been decided to mean a corporeal hereditament con- 

of the surface soil itself (see Corerdale v. Charlton, 27 W. R 





!257,4Q.B D. 104), to such a depth as was required for the purposes of 
traffic: Rolls v. Vestry of Southwark (14 Ch. D. 785). But it had been held 
in Wandsworth Board of Works v. United Telephone Co. (13 Q. B. D. 904) that 

| ‘‘ street ’’ did not mean the space so far above the surface as not to inter- 

| fere with traffic. Upon the same principle it appeared to his lordship that 
| ground well below the made road or pavement was not a “‘ street’ within 
| the meaning of the same Act. If it were said that the ground below is 
| wanted for support, the answer was that so long as the road was supported 
| the public had no right to or interest in the soil below. The expression 

‘* public place’’ did not, in his lordship’s opinion, express more than the 

word ‘‘street,’’ so far as soil below the surface was concerned. The 

plaintiff had not seriously pressed for an injunction, and there was no 
necessity, at least at present, to grant an injunction. But the plaintiff 

was entitled to have the judgment appealed from revived, and to have a 

declaration that he was entitled to the soil in which the lavatories, &c., 

had been erected ; and that the defendants were not entitled to them or to 

the use of them without the plaintiff’s consent. 

Kay and A. L. Sarrn, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunsgt, Sir R. Webster, 
Q.C., Houlton, Q.C., and 7. Rolls Warrington ; Sir Henry James, Q.C., and 
Unjohn. Soutcrtors, Burn § Berridge; Sole, Turner, §& Knight, for Town 
Clerk, Tunbridge Wells. 


[Reported by M. J. Biaxe, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Quszen’s Bench Division. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. DODD—3rd March. 


InLAND Revenve—Account Sramp Dutry—Post-Nepriat Serriement— 
REALTY DIRECTED TO BE Sotp—No Sare—Laasiiity or Prorerty as 
PrersonaLty—Ovstoms AND INLAND Revenve Act, 1881 (44 Vicr. c. 12), 
8. 38, SUB-SECTION 2 (Cc). 


Information filed by the Attorney-General on behalf of her Majesty as 
to the liability to account stamp duty of real estate conveyed upon trust 
for sale as being personal or movable property within section 38, sub- 
section 2, of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881. By an inden- 
ture dated the 22nd of May, 1885, and made between Charles Greenwood 
of the first part, Jane Greenwood, his wife, of the second part, and the 
defendant Francis Dodd and another (since deceased) as trustees of the 
third part, reciting that, by an indenture of even date with and executed 
before the now stating indenture, and made between the same parties, the 
said C. Greenwood had assigned certain freehold hereditaments in the county 
of Glamorgan to the use of the said trustees, their heirs and assigns, 
upon the trusts and with and subject to the powers and provisions 
therein contained, it was declared that the trustees, or the survivor of 
them, or the executors or administrators of such survivor, should, at 
the request or at the discretion therein mentioned, sell the said freehold 
premises, and should hold the moneys arising from such sale upon the 
trusts and with and subject to the powers and provisions declared con- 
cerning the same in the now stating indenture, and should pay the rents 
and profits, until the premises should be sold, to the said Charles Green- 
wood (the husband) or his assigns during his life, and after his death to 
the said Jane Greenwood (the wife) during her life for her separate use 
and without power of anticipation, and, after the death of the survivor of 
them, should hold the rents and profits until the same should be sold 
upon the trusts and subject to the powers declared and contained in the 
indenture. The indenture also contained provisions that the trustees 
should stand possessed of the residuary or net moneys to arise from the 
sale under the trust for sale of the hereditaments upon trust to invest the 
same and pay the income arising therefrom to the husband or his assigns 
during his life, and after his death to his wife for life, and after the death 
of the survivor to their children as therein specified. Charles Greenwood, 
the husband, died in September, 1887, leaving his wife and children him 
surviving. No actual sale of the hereditaments in question had taken 
place. Application had been made on behalf of the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue to the defendant as the surviving trustee of the voluutary 
settlement of the 22nd of May, 1885, under the provisions of section 38, 
sub-section 2 (c), of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, for 
account stamp duty in respect of the property passing under the settle- 
ment as being personal or movable property by virtue of the trust for 
couversion in the settlement, but the defendant refused to pay the same, 
on the ground that the property was not personal property within the 
meaning of section 38. 

Martuew, J., after deciding that there was an out-and-out conver- 
sion of the real estate, proceeded :—A second question was raised that, 
assuming there was a conversion, whether it was a conversion for fiscal 
purposes. On the one hand our attention was called to the case of 
Gunn's Estate (33 W. R. 169, 9 P. D. 242), where land directed to be 
converted was treated as subject to probate duty, and it was said that 
that authority was recognized and sanctioned in The Attorney-General v. 
The Marquis of Ailesbury (36 W. R. 737, 12 App. Cas. 672). Our atten- 
tion was especially called to the language of Lord Macnaghtena in that 
case, and unquestionably the property there regarded as money, although 
at common law it might be regarded as land, is treated as subject to 
| fiscal obligation as if it were money. Mr. Reed, for the defendant, 
| called our attention to the case of De Luncey v. The Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue (18 W. R. 468, L. R. 5 Ex. 102). That was a judgment of the 
Exchequer Chamber, and it would be an authority in his favour if we were 


The Attorney-General v. Lomas (22 R. 188, L. R. 9 Ex. 29), and which is 


certainly inconsistent with the judgment of Lord Macnaghten, which 
ap to have received the sanction of the other lords present. I cannot 
myself see why in principle any such distinction should be drawn as is 





bound to act upon it; but it is qu ified by the decision in the case of © 
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suggested in De Lancey’s case. For all purposes land converted into money 
is to be treated as money either for the purposes of a settlement or for 
fiscal purposes, and for the reason that equity—and now the law which 
follows equity—regards the land as money. Then the last point was 
whether the section of the Act applied. It is only necessary, assuming 
conversion to have taken place, to look at the Act to see that it does 
apply. I see no reason to doubt that section 38, sub-section 2 (c), — 
to property of this description, and, therefore, my judgment must be for 
the Crown. 

Cave, J., concurred. Judgment for the Crown.—Counsuzt, Sir J. Rigby, 
8.G., and Vaughan Hawkins; H. Reed, Q.0., and Clavell Salter. 
Soxrcrrors, The Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; C. J. Rawlinson. 


[Reported by Sir Suzrston Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.} 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. WORRALL—2nd March. 


Revenue—Sramp Duty on Accounts—Voivuntary D1sposrrion—RELEASE 
or Morreace Dest —Reservation or ANNUITY TO ReLEasorn—CusToms 
AND Intanp Revenve Acts, 1881 (44 Vicr. c. 12), s. 38, sun-sEcTIoN (2) 
(a), AND 1889 (52 Vicr. c. 7), 8. 11,.suB-sgcrron (1). 


By an indenture of mortgage of the 13th of May, 1881, certain freehold 
and copyhold hereditaments were conveyed to James Worrall, the father 
of the defendant, to secure a sum of £26,150 and interest. By an indenture 
of the 12th of January, 1886, made between James Worrall of the first 
part, the mortgagors of the second part, and the defendant of the third 
part, after reciting that £23,924 15s. 2d. remained due on the said mort- 
gage security and that the defendant had agreed to purchase the mort- 
gaged hereditaments for the sum of £24,500 and that James Worrall bad 
agreed to release the premises from the mortgage debt in consideration of 
the covenant by the defendant thereinafter contained, it was witnessed 
that in consideration of £575 4s. 10d. (the difference between the sum due 
upon the mortgage and the price agreed to be by the defendant) paid 
to the mortgagors and of the covenant by the defendant contained in the said 
indenture, James Worrall and the mortgagors conveyed the mortgaged pre- 
mises to the defendant in fee simple freed and discharged from the mortgage 
and the sums secured thereby. The covenant by the defendant contained 
in the said indenture was that he should during the life of James Worrall 
pay to him or his assigns the yearly sum of £735 by half-yearly payments. 
James Worrall died in 1890. It was alleged that the transaction carried 
out by the deed of the 12th pf January, 1886, was one of gift and not of 
purchase, and that James Worrall thereby gave his son, the defendant, the 
mortgage debt belonging to him, reserving a benefit by way of contract 
to the extent of the annual sum of £735 during his life. A claim was 
accordingly made by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue against the 
defendant for account stamp duty on the sum of £23,924 15s. 2d. under the 
provisions of 44 Vict. c. 12 and 52 Vict.c.7. The Customs and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1881 (44 Vict. c. 12), s. 38, sub-sections (1) (2) (a) provides 
that account stamp duty shall be paid upon personal or movable property 
“taken . . . under a voluntary disposition made by avy person so 
dying ’’—i.e., after the lst of June, 1881—‘‘ purporting to operate as an 
immediate gift inter vivos whether by way of transfer, delivery, declaration 
of trust, or otherwise which shall not have been bond fide made three 
months before the death of the deceased.’’ That section is amended by 
rection 11, sub-section (1), of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889 
(52 Vict. c. 7), as follows: ‘‘ The description of property marked (a) shall 
be read as if the word ‘twelve’ were substituted for the word ‘three’ 
therein, and the said description of property shall include property taken 
under any gift whenever made, of which property bond fide possession and 
enjoyment shall not have been assumed by the donee immediately upon 
the gift and thenceforward retained to the entire exclusion of the donor or 
of any benefit to him by contract or otherwise.”’ Estate duty was also 
claimed under 52 Vict. c. 7,8. 5, sub-sections (2) (4) (5). It was contended 
on behalf of the defendant that as the property which the defendant took 
under the deed of the 12th of January, 1886, was land and not personalty 
accourt stamp duty was not payable; also that the whole of the two 
sections referred to were governed by the words as to the transfer being 
made ‘‘ twelve months before the death of the deceased.’’ Crossman v. The 
Queen (18 Q. B. D. 256) and The Attorney-General v. Gosling (1892, 1 
Q. B. 545) were cited. 

Tus Court (Matuew and Cavs, JJ.) gave judgment for the Crown. 

Matuew, J.—The first point we have to decide is what duty is to be 
paid. The father of the defendant was the mortgagee of property, and he 
appears to have made an arrangement with the mortgagors and with his. 
son that upon payment of £575 to the mortgagors the son should be placed 
in possession of the mortgaged property. That was carried out by a con- 
veyance to the son by which he no doubt acquired the fee simple. There 
was a collateral contract between the father and the son that the son should 
pay a certain annuity to the father, which approximately eee the 
interest on the mortgage money. Three per cent. is ce y a low rate 
of interest, but the interest upon the purchare-money of £24,500 calculated 
at that figure brings out what the annuity was to be, viz, £735. The 
father, in consideration of the son’s covenant to pay that annuity, released 
his mortgage, and in that way the conveyance dealt not only with the 
land but with the money which the land represented. The payment of the 
annuity went on until the father died, in 1890. The question is, Does 
this transaction come within the two statutes dealing with this subject? 
[His lordship then read the provisions of the Acts of 1881 and 1889,-above 
set out, and continued :—] The result of these enactments is that any 
property coming within the description in the earlier statute is liable to: 
duty if the transfer is made within twelve months before the death of the 
donor: any disposition, whenever made, is liable under the later 


It is very awkward ae : 
the later section as to the of 
sub-section 2 (a) of sub-section 38 of the of 1881, and 
clearly drawn between dispositions made within twelve months and dis- 
positions ‘‘ whenever made.” I one SS cae that 
was a gift of the mortgage money son a collateral agreemen 
by which a benefit was reserved to the father within the meaning of sec- 
tion 11 of the Act of 1889. Our attention has been drawn to the case of 
Crossman v. The Queen. I think that that case is only available for the pur- 
pose of shewing that it is the ae of the court to discover what the 
stance of the transaction is, and 1f it be in reality a gift of , 80 
to treat it. That decision was given upon another sub- 
38, and it decided that an assignment of an interest in a business, even 
where that interest is ch with an annuity to the donor, 
a voluntary settlement er that section. tt is merely an 
this case as to the point of view from which we ought to regard the trans- 
action. To my mind this is a gift of personalty, and the section a) . 
Cave, J.—I am of the same opinion. T points have been on 

behalf of the defendant. First, it is contended that the words ‘‘ whenever 
made ’’ in section 11, sub-section 1, of the Act of 1889 mean made within 
twelve months before the death of the maker. It is only per vy | to 
state that proposition to shew that it cannot be correct. Secondly, it is 
said that this is not a ate! rem It is clear from the language of the 
deed that itis: by it James Worrall joins in the conveyance for the p 
‘‘ of releasing the premises from the mortgage debt in consideration of the 
covenant’ by his son hereinafter contained. It was a release of a mort- 

age debt to the owner of the “ye of redemption, and that is clearly a 
Sisposition of personalty. , it is said the benefit refi to 
in section 11 must be charged on the property which is given. The Act 
does not say so, and the result would be so absurd that I cannot 
conceive that that was the intention of the Legislature. If it were so it 
would be obvious that the provisions of the Act might be got rid of by 
giving the donor a charge on some other , or by gi him a con- 
tract or covenant without any charge at all. {[n either way the intention 
of the Act would at once be ¢ . For these reasons it appears to me 
that our judgment must be for the Crown. J t for the Crown.— 
Counset, Sir John Rigby, 8.G., and Vaughan Hawkins; Byrne, QO., 
Wilies Chitty, and F. Newbolt. Soxtcrrors, The Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; 
Byrne § Blakiston, for Slater, Heelis, § Co., Manchester. 

(Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law. } 


DUNN v. THE DEVON AND EXETER CONSTITUTIONAL NEWSPAPER 
CO. (LIM )—2nd March. 


Pracrice—LineLt—Payment into Court as Amenps UNpgR Srature—Lorp 
Cawrnety’s Lipset Act (6 & 7 Vicr. oc. 96), 8. 2; 8 & 9 Vier. c. 75, 8. 2— 
Payment Our—R. 8. C., XXII., 22 (1893). 


Further consideration by Wills, J. An action was brought by the 
plaintiff against. the defendants for a libel — in their ne x 
‘The defendants pleaded under Lord Campbell's Act that the libel was 
inserted in their newspaper without actual malice and without 
negligence, and that before the commencement of the action they 
inserted a full apology for the libel, and they paid £50 into court asamends. 
The action was tried before Wills, J., and a common jury at the last 
assizes at Bristol, and in accordance with the provisions of the new rule, 
ord. 22, r. 22, the amount paid into court was not communicated to the 
jury, and they were unaware of the fact that money had been = 

y the defendants. The jury found ‘that the defendants had 
their plea that there was no actual malice, no gross negligence, and that 
there was an apology, and they assessed the ——s farthing. 
The judge thereupon held that as there had the payment 
into court this was a verdict for the defendants, and he 
that the money paid in, less the farthing damages, should be 
paid out to the defendants, but it was pointed out by the counsel 
for the plaintiff that, as the money was paid in under the statute, 
it ought not to be paid out to the defendants, but that it ~— 
to pass to the plaintiff. The learned judge thereupon reserved 
further consideration the question as to who was entitled to the money in 
court. By ord. 22, r. 22 (Rules of 1893), “‘ Where a cause or matter is 
tried by a judge with a jury no communication to the jury shall 


into court, or Suatandenene paid in. + jury shall be required to 

the amount of or , as 

to any payment into court.’’ By section 2 of Lord Oampbell’ 

(6 & 7 Vint. c. 96), to an action for libel cog nomena: 2 

shall be competent to the defendant to that such libel was 

in such newspaper without actual malice, and without 

and that before the commencement of the action, or at the earliest oppor- 

tunity afterwards, he inserted in such newspaper a full for the 

libel, and it gave such defendant leave to pay into court a 

money by way of amends. bee y 4 ey eee SS - 

ment into court was amended by 8 & 9 Vict. c. 75, s. 

viet ses machina c pepmaat of month debe seas 
thout & 

that every such plea so filed without payment into court should be deemed 

a nullity. For the 

have a but for the new rule, as, if the amount into court had 

communicated to the jury, the only — have been 
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section, where possession is not immediately taken by the donee or 
where any benefit is reserved to the donor by contract or otherwise. 
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not so; payment into court in actions of libel stood by itself and under 
the statute, so that if the defendant fails to prove his plea he is entitled to 
his money back, but if, as here, he succeeds in proving his plea, then he is 
not entitled to the return of his money, but it passes to the plaintiff: 
Lafone v. Smith (4H. & N. 158), Jones v. Mackie (16 W. R. 109, L. R. 3 
Ex. 1); and that, therefore, the plaintiff was entitled to the money in 
court. Forthe defendants it was contended that, as the jury had found 
that the plaintiff was only entitled to one farthing, the defendants were 
entitled to receive back the £50 in court. 


Wits, J.—I am quite clear as to this point. The 8 & 9 Vict. c. 75 
makes payment into court in such a case as this subject to the ordinary 
rule as to payment into court where there is no denial of liability. Before 
the recent rule, when a payment was made into court, I have never heard 
of any question being left to the jury other than this, whether the sum 

id in was sufficient or not. On that issue only does the plaintiff succeed. 

ut it is eaid for the defendants that the whole practice on this point has 
been changed. That is a very strong proposition, and I do not accede 
to it. Again, it is said that the last new rule has made a change. 
Everybody knows the mischief that was intended to meet; it was that 
juries always found for the plaintiff for a sum more than was paid in in 
order to get the plaintiff his costs, and it was found in practice that, 
no matter what sum was paid in, the jury, if finding for the plaintiff, 
always awarded him more «0 as to get him his costs. I think that in this 
case the proper order is that the sum in court should belong to the plain- 
tiff, but that it should remain in court as a security for any costs owing to 
the defendants, then on taxation -that it should be paid out. Order that 
the £50 in court belongs to the plaintiff.—Counsg., J. A. Foote and C. W. 
Mathews ; Bucknill, Q.C., and Duke. Sextcrrors, Templeton § Cox, for Dunn 
$ Linford Brown, Exeter ; Coode, Kingdon, § Cot/on, for A. E. Ward, Exeter. 


{Reported by Sir Suerston Baker, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. } 





Ashbourne Petty Sessions. 
BURTON v. PHILLIPS—2ith March. 


Inpicrau.e Case DEALT WITH SUMMARILY—CosTs or WiTNESSES FoR DzrENce 
—Criminat Law AmenpMent Act, 1867, ss. 3, 5—SumMary JurIspIcTIon 
Act, 1879, s. 28. 


Mr. W. H. Matthews (Bamford, Son, & Matthews) applied to the bench 
for the expenses of the witnesses for the accused. He submitted two points 
on behalf of the witnesses called by the accused, which were—(1) Whether, 
having regard to section 3 and the last paragraph in section 5 of the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1867, which provides ‘‘ that all allowances 
for such witnesses as shall, in the opinion of the examining magistrates, 
know anything relating to the facts and circumstances of the case, or any- 
thing tending to prove the innocence of the accused person . . . be 
allowed and paid as part of the expenses of the prosecution,”’ the expenses 
of such witnesses called by a person accused of an indictable offence, but 
who has elected to be tried summarily under the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act, 1879, can be paid in the same way as witnesses called by the prosecu- 
tion, the 28th section of the last-mentioned Act, which relates to the 
expenses of such a trial, speaking only of ‘‘ expenses of the prosecution.” 
Jt was argued, on behalf of the witnesses, that section 5 of the Act of 1867 
made all the expenses of such witnesses part and parcel of ‘‘ the expenses 
of the prosecution.” The second point was, Whether the expenses 
of such witnesses, if not part of the ‘‘expenses of the prosecu- 
tion,’’ were included in that clause of the 28th section of the 
Act of 1879, which provides for payment of ‘‘ all such other expenses as 
ate by law payable when incurred before a commitment for trial.” In 
the courze of argument it appeared that prior to the Act of 1869 an 
accused person had to pay the expenses of all witnesses whom he chose to 
call. The Act of 1869 provided for payment in the same way as witnesses 
called for the prosecution of all witnesses called by the accused if the 
examining magistrates were of opinion that such witnesses were ‘ wit- 
nesses to some material fact or witnesses tending to prove the innocence 
of the accused.”’ By the Summary Jurisdiction Act of 1879 power was 
given to the accused in certain cases which had before then to be tried 
at assizes or quarter sessions to elect to be tried summarily, but that the 
clause in that Act which provided for the payment of the expenses of such 
a trial left it uncertain as to how the expenses of witnesses called by the 
accused were to be dealt with. 


Mr. Bavnatt, chairman, delivered judgment as follows :—The question 
which was submitted to us by Mr. Matthews last week—viz., whether, 
when we deal with indictable cases summarily, we have power to order, in 
addition to costs strictly those of the prosecution, the expenses of wit- 
nesses incurred for the defence, seems to me to depend exclusively on the 
construction of two enactments—viz , (1) section 5 of the Criminal Law 
Amendment Act, 1867, and (2) section 28 of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act, 1879. By the first of these enactments it is obvious that in all indict- 
able cases of felony and misdemeanour which go to trial either at the 
quarter sessions or at the assizes discretionary power is given to either 
court, at the request of any person who shall appear before such court on 

izance to give evidence on behalf of the person accused, to order 
payment to such witness so appearing of such sum of money as to the 
court shall eeem reasonable and sufficient to compensate such witness 
for the expenses, trouble, and loss of time he shall have incurred or 
sustained in attending before the examining magistrate, and at or before 
such court, and such allowance and compensation shall be allowed as 
part of the expenses of the prosecution. Then comes section 28 of 





the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, which applies to such of those 
indictable offences mentioned in the first enactment as may be, and 
as are, in the event, dealt with summarily under the Summary Juris- 
diction Act, 1879; and under section 28 of the last-mentioned Act, 
justices are empowered, in dealing summarily with any such last-mentioned 
indictable offences, to grant to any person who preferred the charge 
or appeared to prosecute or give evidence a certificate of the amount of 
the compensation which the court may deem reasonable for his expenses, 
trouble, and loss of time therein, and the amount named in the certificate 
may include, amongst other things, all such expenses as are by law payable 
when incurred before a commitment for trial. Now we have seen that under 
section 5 of the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1867, the expenses of 
witnesses for the accused incurred or sustained in attending before the 
examining magistrate, which means, or includes, of course, expenses in- 
curred before commitment for trial, are by law allowable as well as those 
of the same witnesses incurred after commitment—viz , at the trial, and 
it seems to me to follow that the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, s. 28, 
allows to witnesses properly called for the defence, where an indictable 
case is dealt with summarily, the same expenses as the court of quarter 
sessions or of assize would kave allowed had the case proceeded to trial 
instead of being dealt with summarily. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTION. 
Orver or Court. 

Tuesday, the 6th day of March, 1894. 
I, Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby transfer the action of ‘‘ William Allday and Edmund Aliday (on 
behalf of themselves and other holders of Mortgage Debentures of the 
Defendant Company) v. Hutton’s Brewery (Limited) ’’ (1891---A.—305), 
from the Honourable Mr. Justice Kekewich to the Honourable Mr. Justice 

Vaughan Williams. Herscue tt, C, 


LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Atnert Curtpers Meysgy-Tuompson, Q.C., who died last week, 
was the third son of the late Sir Harry Stephen Meysey-Thompson, Bart., 
of Kirby Hall, Yorkshire. He was educated at Eton andCambridge. He 
was called to the bar in 1872, and joined the North-Eastern Circuit, sub- 
sequently attaining a high position at tbe parliamentary bar, where he ap- 
peared as counsel for the Board of Trade. Some time ago his health broke 
down, and under medical advice he spent the winter months in Colorado, 
returning each year in time for the Parliamentary session. 


Tue death is announced of Mr. Ronert Frenca Suezirr, Q.C., late Attor- 
ney-General of Gibraltar, in his 60th year. He was called to the bar in 
1862. He was acting Chief Justice of St. Christopher and Nevis, 1873-4; 
Attorney-General of the Leeward Islands, 1874-7; Attorney-General of 
Gibraltar, 1877-90 ; advocate and proctor in Admiralty, 1878 ; Commis- 
sioner in Bankruptcy, 1878; and acting Chief Justice and Judge of the 
Vice-Admiralty Court, Gibraltar, 1878-9 and 1881-2. 





- APPOINTMENTS. 
M 


r. ALEXANDER WEDDEKBURN, barrister, of the South-Eastern Circuit, 
has been appointed prosecuting counsel to the Mint for the County of 
Essex, in succession to Mr. Wightman Wood, recently appointed a county 
court judge. 


Mr. OswaLp H. Harpy, barrister, B.C.L., has been appointed District 
Registrar of the Court of Probate for the City of Manchester and Hundred 
of Salford. Mr. Hardy was called to the bar in 1880. 


Mr. C. J. Putts, solicitor, of 61 and 62, Chancery-lane, London, and 
5, Grove-road, Kingston-on-Thames, has been appointed a Commissioner 
for Oaths. Mr. Phillips was admitted in July, 1887. 


Mr. Scorer, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Burton, Scorer, & White, 
of Lincoln, has been appointed Under-Sheriff of the county of Lincoln for 
the ensuing year. 


Mr. Cuarues A. Russg.1, barrister, has been nominated by the Society 
of Gray’s-inn a Member of the Council of Legal Education in the place of 
Mr. Russell, Q.C., resigned; and Mr. James Mutuican, barrister, and 
Mr. James F. Oswaup, Q.C., have been appointed Members of the Council 
of Law Reporting in the places of Mr. Russell, Q.C., and Mr. Fooks, 
Q.C., resigned. 


GENERAL. 


The fifteenth session of the Institute of International Law was opened 
at Paris on Tuesday. Professor Renault was elected president, and M. de 
Martens, of the University of St. Petérsburg, and M. Den Beer Portugal, 
ex-Minister of War in Holland, ‘vice-presidents. M. Lehr, of the 
University of Lausanne, was chosen to be secretary. 
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COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reaistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 











Date Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
E No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
Wednesday, March ......... 28 Mr. Ward Mr. Clowes Mr. Godfrey 
Pe niccepeiscdecdicssscets 29 Pemberten Jac! Leach 
ne a 30 Ward Clowes Godfrey 
EC 31 Pemberton Jackson Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
StTreiivs. Kexewicu. Romer. 
Wednesday, March ......... 2% Mr. Rolt Mr. Lavie Mr. Pugh 
IRD  iiscass-scesnicenioonal 29 Farmer Carrington Beal 
| eee: Rolt Lavie Pugh 
BARTER <0000002-ccscvsceneeseed 31 Farmer Carrington Beal 
CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 
rete enareaee N. EasTern. NortTHERn. 
Commission Days. | Pollock, B. Dard 
—_———| 
Tuesday, April 3 | Manchester 
(Civil) 
Tuesday me 10 | op nal es Liverpool 
(Civil) 
Tuesday - 17 | sé me ise Manchester 2 
(Civil and Criminal) 
Saturday a 28 | os ite ose Live’ 1 2 
(Civil and Criminal) 
Date to be fixed Leeds ae me ies 
| (Criminal) 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Masters 1n Cuampzrs ror Easter Sirtines, 1894. 

A to F—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Johnson ; Tues- 

days, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Pollock. 
G to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Butler ; Tuesdays, 

Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Walton. 

O to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Wilberforce ; 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Manley Smith. 


Easter Srrrios, 1894. 


A to F—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned to 
Master Kaye are to be made returnable before him in his own room, No. 
181, at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

G to N—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Macdonell are to be made returnable before him in his own 
room, No. 183, at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

0 to Z—All ‘applications by summons or otherwise in actions ed to 
Master Archibald are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 109, at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

The parties ate to meet in the ante-room of masters’ chambers, and the 
summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the day after the sum- 
monses to be heard before the master titting in chambers, and will be 
called over by the attendant on the respective rooms for a first and second 
time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the master in the same manner as 
if they were returnable at chambers. By Orper or THe Masters. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


gp py 19, at Mayfield, Frances-road, Windsor, the wife of F. Ernest Layton, 
solicitor, of a son. 
Surru.—March 1: 3, the wife of Robert Tweedy Smith, of 7, Edwardes-square, Kensington, 


W.., solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGE, 
Oruue—Scorr.—March 21, at the Parish Church, St. Peter’s, Bournemouth, William 
Daniel Henry Oehme, of Bournemouth, solicitor, to Eliza Flora Scott, of Hassocks. 
DEATHS. 


Cu rawr nage iat 15, at Shieldhill, Biggar, John George Chancellor, of Shieldhill, 
advocate. 

Doveuty.— vay 16, after a we 8 isis Thos. Neale Doughty, at his residence, 41, 
Montpelier-square, 8.W., aged 


WakxIne TO InTENDING House PURCHASERS & iu. — Before or renting 
« house have the Sanitary arr from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next a M , Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also cade the Ventilation of Gffices, &c.- -[Apvrt.] 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fatpay, March 23, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
mn 4 tw Cuanogry. 


A. TyLor & Co, Liamrrep—Creditors aired, on or before May 5, to send their names 
and addresses, and iculars of their ebts or claims, to Louis Tylor, Pierhead chbrs, 
Cardiff. Morse, 4, Fenchurch avenue, solor for liquidator 














New Evousa Baxx or Tue River Puars, Lanrrep—Petn_ for : 
5 nee © to be heard on 4. Clements & Williams, 17, 
Old Broad st solors for petners. of appearing must reach the abovenamed 


Inter than ork iE afternoon of Ape 

Orrra Grass Surpry Co, Lia are required, on or before 

their names and and of their debts and claims, to David Davis, 
Period House, Blackman st, 8. Foss & Ledsam, 3, Abchurch lane, solors for liqui- 


Pioxerrs Oy MasnonaLanp Sywpricats, Liarrep—Petn for up, March 
21, directed to be heard before Vi Williams, J., on 4. H. Gibsen, 
Lincoln’s inn bene dy dw ee eee eee ee 


ScarporouGcH Lame Tennis AND yh eae on or 
before May 5, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Charles Edwin Bradley, Bar chbrs, Scarborough. Birdsall & Cross, Scarborough, 


solors for liq 
ume’ — AND pone Co, Liurrep—Creditors Yr on or before 
a 4 1, to send their names gn ry to 


i See or Ole eres and pactlonh FO oe ean 


uidator 
Suen Aaexcy, Lomas Se on or before April 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and ph my debts or claims, to Charles Henry 
Weatherley, 19, St. Swithin’s 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Car.toy-on-Trent Loyat Atsion Lopasr Farespxy Socrery, Parish Schoolroom. Carlton- 
on-Trent, Notts. March 17 
Courr Westruor.anp’s Guory, Ancient Order of Foresters Friendly Society, White Swan 
,» Woodnewton March 17 
Nerquis Farenpiy Society, ‘ite Lion hy Werquis, Flint. March 17 
ae See -) Juvexitx Foresters Farenpiy Society, 2, ‘Albion st, Newport. 


Srconp Ixperenpent Mancugstrer anp Satrorp Buaiar Society, Hat and Feathers 
Tavern, Mason st, Manchester. 
Wurrcuvrcn Provipeyt Socrety, National School, Whitchurch, Hants. Merch 17 
London Gasette.—Turspay, March 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


eard on solors 
.‘Xotice of appenting mut reach the the abovenamed not ethan thas 64 in the 


afternoon of April 3 
Furxiture Press, a a rally 4, Queen V By 14, directed to be 
heard on April 4. for petner. Notice of 
tppeariag ‘ust Teach the ywny A gy 
IxrenxatioxAt, Oc CommerctaL Co, ey for winding Pea. Se poe 


heard on ‘April 4. Boyce & 8, George 
tner. Notice of a must reach the tas chosscanell ack later than o'clock in 
he afternoon of April 3 
County PaLatixs or Lancaster. 
Lrrep 1x Cuancery. 
Wit.iam Auusur & Soxs, Luntep—The petn for up will be heard on Wi 


ril 11, ot the bois Gee Vaan Eee coms OO 
svemke an order tho a up ne. Finch 


Joh , 18, Fox of reach 
Shovenmael ox ty restoaysolor for page mr Neti of appessing 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette.—Faivay, March 2. 
Appy, ae ao. Custos, 4 st St ete, Gent March 28 Rabbeth v Donaldson, 


BREAKELL, Hewny eke mieten Wi Wine Merchant April 2 Breakell v Breakell, 


Li png — Lloyd, Stirling, J 
; ’ v 
Loyp, MorGax gree, Tome \ 
Moors, Sanau, Stafford March 31 Hazel v Hazel, Chitty, Batchelor, Walbrook 
London Gazette.—Tvuxspay, March 6. 
SincLar, Dewan Newark-on-Trent, Captain April 3 Sinclair v Falkner, Chitty, J 
ilson, vendish st 

Ww , CHARLES, 8 London and 

a = See ee tee April County Banking 


¥ , Peter, K Apil2 Yi vy¥ J 
von Kenington Oval retired Carpenter Ap: ‘oung v Young, Chitty, 


London Gazette.—Frivay, March 9. 
Parkinson, Nicnoias, Seacombe, Chester April 9 Parkinson v Parkinson, Chitty, J 
Barrell, erpool 


Liv 
London Gazette.—Turspay, March 13. 
Parrassome! RicHarp, homie cba Teams i aaa April9 Hall v Bowman, Chttty, 
Soon, Wits or pdt’ Golicter “Aout April 4 Simons v Simons, Stirling,J Becher, 
Ww % 3 8, Worcester, Solicitor A) 8 Jones v W J 
tone, seems say Dudley > pril ight, Stirling, 


London Gazette.—Faipay, March 16. 
Goswresn, Hawnag, y Mill Hill, Leeds, Bread Baker April 10 Shackleton v 


Contractor April 20 Funge v Hayward, Stirling, J 


4 London Gazelte—Tvuzspay, March 20. 
~~ Broughton Astley, Leics, Farmer May1 Walker v Lacey, Stir- 


Staffs, Farmer April 30 ee, ene 
Funnxg Wiettan en oe Manchester, April 13 Fleming v 


Haywarp, JAMES, 
Vinall, 


Fenwernovon os 


Punure, Haxsr Faspans aspen: ns sada ter terr, im er 11 Phillips v Harrison 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gaszette.—Turspay, Mar. 13. 
Avcnort, James, Sheffield April 30 Vickers & Co, Sheiffield 
Autex, Asutey Witi1am Grasam, Green st, Esq April2 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
Anprews, Evizazers, Birmingham, Spinster March 31 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 
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uw 
Axquez, Mentave, Chandos st, Hatter April 30 Morley, Cheapside 
Bacor, Matiupa, Chichester April8 Rooper & Whateley, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Barirp, Gzrorcz ALExanveEn, Esq, Curzon st April2 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
Baratn, Evizanetn, Methley, York May1 Lumb & Bailey, Leeds 
Brookes, Jonx Henry, New Bond st, Fruiterer April 2 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
Brooks, Lyp1a Manta, Killingholme April 19 Hodgkinson, Newark on Trent 
Camppett, James, Conduit st, Tailor April 2 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
Cautnror, Rev Gorvon, Highbury April12 Thorne & Welsford, Gracechurch st 
Cuarteswortn, Joux, Upper Langwith, Farmer Junei Alderson & Son, Sheffield 
Crayton, Lemvet, Halifax, Silk Spinner May1 Wavell & Co, Halifax 
Cunuirrg, Ropcer, Cuyiirre Rosent Hadlow Castle, Kent April3 Lumley & Lumley, 


ui 
Currteis, Jessamine, Plymouth, Spinster MayS Tatham & Hardy, Bedford row 
Daves, Axx, Kingston upon Hull, Widow April 15 Middlemiss & Pearce, Kingston 


Damsars, | Darton, Nottingham, Farmer May1 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Danxwatt, Ervtex, Nottingham May1 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Dows1xe, Josern, Birmingham, Gent April13 Saunders & Co, Birmingham 
Dowsina, Josgrn, Stroud Green, Gent April9 Wells & Son, Paternoster row 

Duck, Atrrep James, Builder, Patney April 30 Arnould & Son, New court 

Earp, Tuomas, Lambeth, Sculptor April 14 Burton, Kennington rd 

Epwanrps, Tnomas Haywarp, Upper Tollington pk April15 Mason & Co, Gresham st 
Exuis, Estugr, Hornsey April 16 Richards, Bedford row 

Evays, James, Cirencester, Gent April 15 Stuart, Cirencester 

Evans, Lewis Henry, Greenwich April 24 Renshaw & Co, Suffolk lane 

Ewrne, J ames, Hampstead, E:q April 20 Chandler, Copthall avenue 

Fox, Maraargr, Denton, Lancs, Widow April19 Strangeways, Ashton under Lyne 
Goap, Gzorce Maxwe tt, Bournemouth April8 Upton & Co, Austinfriars 

Gotprxa, Joun Frepenickx, Albany st, Chemist May 31 Bird, Maldon 

Greexwoop, Cuarzes, Brill, Bucks, MD April 21 Lockyer & Avery, New Cross rd 
Homensuam, Joux, New Kent rd, Gent April 30 Wilkinson & Son, Bermondsey st 
Inenam, Evizapetu, Bury April 20 Woodcock & Co, Bury 

osm, Goosen Epwarp, New Cross rd, Licensed Victualler April 30 Baker & Nairne, 


Lamzep, iad thin, New Clee April20 Haddelsey, Great Grimsby 

Latnuwoop, Saran, Birmingham April 20 Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham 

Leoo, Many Ayn, Bath April19 Titley, Bath 

Lywoop, Wi1.1am, Old Kent rd, Rag Merchant April1é Hawks & Co, Borough High 


stree' 
Manrtry, Jony, Bexley Heath, Farmer April 9 Wells & Son, Paternoster row 
McFanruime, Sauvet, Wigan, Butcher April16 France, Wigan 
Meanwe 1, Leoxarp Geonce, Cityrd, Butcher May1 Vallance & Vallance, Essex st 


Morcoax, Ricuarp Ayevuriy, Gutter lane, Mantle Manufacturer Wells & Son, Pater- 


n row 
Peacock, Joux, Whorlton, York, Blacksmith April 7 Carrick, Stokesley 


Seawarp, Ricnanp, Springfield April 20 Myatt, Abchurch lane 


Sivertor, Hexry Tuomas, Minster Acres, Northumbrid April3 Markby & Co, Lin- 
coln’s inn 
Siarer, Joseru, Pendleton, Pawnbroker Aprili0 A & GW Fox, Manchester 


Siator, Barsett, Holbeach, Gent April15 Sturton, Holbeach 

Sart, Evizavetu, Alnwick, Widow March19 Percy, Alnwick 

Smart, James, Alnwick, Innkeeper March 19 Percy, Alnwick 

Suiru, Axx, Yeadon March 26 Barwick & Co, Yeadon 

Tuvrssy, Rev Witiiam Forp, Bergh Apton April6é Hansells & Hales, Norwich 
Tainper, Tuomas, Hendon, Farmer April9 Wells & Son, Paternoster row 

Wuee.er, Emma, New Southgate May1 Gasquet & Metcalfe, Idol lane 

Wurrerey, Wricut, Golear May1 Mills & Co, Huddersfield 

Wise, Cuanrves, Eton, Livery Stable Keeper April 30 Darvill & Last, Windsor 
Woovueap, Many Axx, Blackpool, Lodging House Keeper May 1 W A & R Ascroft, 


Wormaup, Eveayon Houiperness, York, Widow April13 Wilkinson, York 


London Gazette.—F aipay, March 16. 
AxesneaD, Tuomas, Jarrow, Grocer May1 Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Barry, Captain Joux Epcar, Ryde April16 Palmer & Co, Trafalgar sq 
Bourse, Joun Rosert, Maldon, Farmer April 30 Crick & Freeman, Maldon 
Brayp, Mary Avy, Little Shelford, Spinster April 22 Eaden & Spearing, Cambridge 
Cuasemonz, Henry, Croydon, Esq March 31 Medwin & Co, Horsham + 


Cores, Martanse, Cogenhoe, Widow March 30 Darnell, Northampton 

Dercuron, Fanyy, St John’s, Wores April 17 Timbrell & Deighton, King William st 
Exprivce, Francis, Battle, Spinster April 23 Cruttenden, Battle 

Extmort, Puase, Pimlico, Widow April 16 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Farrevt, Anna, Worcester, Spinster May1 Herbert, Cork st 

FiynicGan, Jous Frepericx, Manchester, Gent April 21 Gaunt & Lingard, Manchester 


Fisurr, E “ae 1x Tuomas, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler April 16 Robbins, Birm- 
ingha 
Forrester, Amy, Brighton, Widow April16 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 


Francis, Heyry, Freiston, Lincoln, Farmer April6 Waite & Co, Boston 

GaunTLett, Cuartotre, Southsea May1 Cousins & Burbidge, Portsmouth 

Happock, SAMvEL, St Neot’s, Farmer April16 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Hap.ey, Joun, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Farmer April27 Wright & Co, Oldbury 
Haut, Exvizasetu Asnigy, Pau April2 Godwin & Louch, Newbury 

Haus, Jony, Bury, Huntingdon, Esq June 13 Fowler, Huntingdon 

Haprey, ExizaseTu Mennext, Kingston upon Hull April19 Shackles & Son, Hull 
Haswe.t, Epuunp, Richmond, Gent April16 Smith & Burrell, Richmond 

Heaze.t, Henry, Liverpool, Stationer April21 Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 

Hewer, Davip Poors, Taunton, Accountant April3 Kite & Broomhead, Taunton 
Hitt, Tuomas James Cooxs, Newport, Surgeon May 1 Lloyd & Pratt, Newport, Mon 
Hirt, Ricnarp, Alfreton, Colliery Manager April2 Thurman & Co, Alfreton 

Hopsox, Joux, Newton, Yorks, Farm Bailiff April 28 Lancaster, Clitheroe 

Horsrat, Youne, Hebden Bridge, York, Cotton Spinner April 30 Sutcliffes, Hebden 


esau Eason, Banham, Norfolk, Gent May1 Miller & Co, Norwich 

Isaacs, Isaac, Camberwell, Gent April 30 Coburn, Leadenhall st 

Jackson Rosert, West Bradford, York, Farmer April 28 Lancaster, Clitheroe 
JacGarp, Jane Louisa, Rugeley, Stafford May1 Russell, Lichfield 

James, Wittiam, West Dulwich, Gent April 20 James & James, Ely place 
Keier, Carotine Ame.ia, Newbury April 30 Letts Bros, Bartlett’s bldgs 
Kent, Jutia Emity, Brighton April 30 Sedgefield & Pryce, Abingdon, Berks 
Lewis, Davin, Bath, Captain April 21 Stone & Co, Bath 

Lewis, Hannan, Covent Garden Mayi2 Reynolds, West Smithfield 

Lone, Caro.ine Louisa, St Helier April17 Kingsford & Co, Essex st 

Loup, Exizasetu, Chipping Ongar May1 Crick & Freeman, Maldon 

McVeacu, James Exnest, Kensington, Gent April2i Murray & Co, Birchin lane 
ote Reiner Henpeix, Camden rd, Gent April16 Flegg & Son, Laurence Pountney 





ill 
Mvnpny, Exizanetn Porrer, Northampton, Widow March 30 Darnell, Northampton 


| Ninsunr, Jonann Fareprich WILHELM, Mincing lane, Rice Merchant April16 Carr & 
| Martin, Gt Tower st 
Osmonp, Jane Gunpry, Bath, Widow April 21 Stone & Co, Bath 


Pact, Henry, Ware, Maltster April 30 Spence & Co, Hertford 

Penyy, Any, Chipping Ongar, Widow May1 Crick & Freeman, Maldon 

Parties, Witu1AM, Undy, Monmouth, Farmer April 30 Lloyd & Pratt, Newport, Mon 
| Paitpor, Joun, Gunnersbury, Gent May1 Burgoynes & Co, Oxford st 

Puiant, Joun, Salford, Curator April17 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 

PorrLeweEL1, Wit.14M, Salford, Commission Agent April 27. Dixon & Linnell, Man- 


aS .., al Newcastle on Tyne, Cooper April 24 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow 
| Sart, Saran, Dudley, Licensed Victualler April5 A G & 8 Hooper, Dudley 

Scott, Heyry Bowes, Westminster, Engineer May 16 Walters & Co, New sq 
| Suetiey, Rowvanp, Dudley, Hotel Proprietor April5 A G&8 Hooper, Dudley 
| Sims, nol Georce, Walham Green, Tailor April 16 Leach & Deedes, Lancaster 


| Sareutes, Sanam, Edgbaston April7 Fallows & Cochrane, Birmingham 

Spencer, Wii114M, Southwater, Farmer <April2 Coole, Horsham 

| Swixey, Joun, Camberwell New rd, Captain April 30 Fladgates, Charing Cross 

| Tuompsoy, Wiu11am, Chalyey, Buckingham, Farmer April 14 Barrett, Slough 

| Toor, Frepenick, Sevenoaks, Esq May1 Nicol & Co, Lime st 

Trevers, CuaAntes WatteR, Covent Garden May1 Yarde & Loader, Raymond bldgs 
Watters, Jonny, Crumlin, Mon, Grocer May10 Davis & Lloyd, Newport, Mon 
Warkins, Eutty Aveusta, Hereford May 20 Gwynne-James & Son, Hereford 
Warsoy, Rev. James, Norwood April16 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 

| Wars, Exity, Hampstead May1 Martelli, Staple inn 
bees -—y Joux, Newcastle upon Tyne, Clerk April14 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon 


yne 
| Wiii1aMs, Isaac, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler May1 Cousins, Cardiff 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuivay, March 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bavp, Lovis Francis, London Bridge, Metal Broker f) 
High Court Pet March 21. Ord Masch 21 z 33° Ord Mash 20 
Braptey, Tom, Chesterton, Farmer Warwick Pet March Ord March 20 


17 Ord March 17 
Canren & Co, Samver, Southend, Machinery Dealers | 
Chelmsf: 


Crick, Joszru, Bow lane, 


Pet March 20 Ord Ma: 


Pet March 2 Ord March 20 Bristol 
Crorr, Witx1am, Yeldon, Bede, Grocer Bedford Pet Feb | Gneav ES, Aves Birmingham, Jeweller Birmingham 


Cross, Gowen, Bath, Carpenter Bath Pet March 20 | Garey, Son, & 
Pet Fe’ 


Cox, Joun Tuomas, Hyde, je Ashton under Lyne | Foster, Peaxz, & Co, Tottenham, Wine Merchants 
| Pet March 21 Ord March 


Edmonton Pet Feb 28 Ord March 19 . 
Wine Merchant High Court | | GenzeL, Frepericok Ausert, Bristol, Hotel Proprietor 
Pet March 20 Ord March 20 


+4 Ord March 
ety ‘aun Builders Greenwich 
b 28 Ota March 20 


Crovcn, Pearce Henry, mete, Optician High Court | Gaivvirus, Wiuiay, Lianelly, Coal Merchant Carmarthen 
Pet 16 


March 15 Ord M 


ord Pet Feb17_ Ord March 17 Cummixas, Grorce Bu — Afiddlesborough, Jeweller | Haut, Rozsert, Whitby, Cop late ¥ Worker Stockton on 


Cartweiout, Reoixarp, Old Basford Nottingham Pet 
Mare 


Stockton on Tees Pet March17 Ord March 


Tees Pet March 19 0 





h 21 Ord March 21 | Day, T Cam! 4 
Cuavper, Faeprricx —— LIAM, Plymouth, Butcher Ply- | eye 7 a Northampton | "0G . Fond h 2. _ = Cambridge —— 
mou! Pet March Ord March Dickinson, Tuomas, York, Labourer York Pet March 19 | Hespen, Yo Bedale, Corn Dealer Northallerton Pet 
Cuarmay, Poy ~ Honor, ae, Traveller Green- | Ord March 19 | March 20 Ord March 20 
wich Pet Marc March Doruorr, F Anruvr, , Rag Merc rehan . 
= Epwarp, Ruabon Wrexham PetMarch 1 Ord "Dewsbary. "Pet March 20. MO Ee as — ee poet Mane ch a Ord March “ory si ee, 
Far 4 E orthampton, a : 
Covurmano, <o74 oA Anruu = = i ym ums, ‘ Eeq ‘Northampton Pet Feb ia Pad ene 17 wy Mek ee 7 “Kenda pate 
urch erchants Court Pet Feb 16 | Frercuer, Wittig, Bi ham, Brassfounder Birming- | H , Georce, Snow Hill h Court Pet March 19 
Ord March 20 | *“"ham "Pet Feb oi Ord March i¢ Ord March 19 ” 
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Hoaurer, Witi1a™ Sawer, a, Baker Walsall 
Pet March 17 Rs od 
Kensin, F peemeced High 


Breese, JULIA 

Pot March $1 Ord 

uae Waa Delton, Licensed Victualler High 
Court Pet March 21 Ord March 2 

Jones, WILLIAM oa sates, Eee Pontypridd 
Pet March 21 Ord March 2 

Kemp, Witu1am, Heanor, iin Builder Derby Pet 

h 20 Ord Marc! 
Kiasy, Cnarurs, Barnsley, Sugar Boiler Barneley Pet 
arch 20 Ord March 20 

KNapMax, ym pe Penarth, Blacksmith Cardiff Pet 

March 19 Ord March 


19 
toll McDoveait, 


Lecki8, Folkestone, a 
K Canterbury Pet March 19 Ord Marclr 19 

Letts, ae Walsall, Baker Walsall Pet March 20 
Ord 


Lonpon, Sete Oxford st, Jeweller High Court Pet 
Pet March 21° Ord March 21 

Lows, Fraxcis Newron, Lincoln, Coal Merchant Lincoln 
Pet March 2 March 20 

Maztix, Artnur R, Swansea, Stockbroker Swansea Pet 
March 6 Ord March 


20 
Monrean, James, Haddenham, Publican High Court Pet 
Dec9 Ord March 2i ” 
Morst, Jony, pa ame Wilts, Baker Swindon Pet 
March 20 March 20 ‘ 
Monee, CHARLES | St James’sst HighCourt Pet March 
Ord March 2 


Seana Lewin, aa Victoria st High Court Pet 
March 1 Ord March 21 

Ovpray & Co, Wittiam, het go ine  B Park, Builders 
High Court Pet Jan6é Ord March 2 

Parxer, Vincent, West Bridgford, Milliner Nottingham 
Pet March 19 Ord 19 


Riiey, Francis Bouton, Liverpool, Jeweller Liverpool 
Pet Feb 15 Ord March 21 

Roserts, Davin Gairritn, Dolgelly, Tailor Aberystwith 
Pet March 21 Ord March 21 


Rosixson, Epwix Hersert, Eastleigh, Ironmonger South- 
ampton Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

Ropinson, Josern, — 8t Edmunds, putter Bury 8t 
Edmunds Pet Feb Ord March 2 

Rooers, oe eae. , Hoaborough Gloucester Pet 
March 21 Ord March 2 


Roren, Bows, C Croydon, ine Croydon Pet March 20 

0 arch 

RosentTHa.., Lewin Arruvur, Finsbury High Court Pet 
March Ord March 21 

Szacer, Tuomas, Bewdl Cattle Dealer Kidderminster 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Suaeman, James Dasinett, . wea Gary, Butcher Yeovil 
Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Suepnerp, G A, Walthamstow, Builder High Court Pet 
March 19 Ord March 2 

Suita. — Hulton, Collier Bolton Pet March6 Ord 


al 
Tay, ag Bilston, Grocer Wolverhampton Pet March 
21 


Ord March 21 
Tayzor, Ricnarp, Ashby de la Zouch, BS Sameer Burton 
on Trent rd M 
Tuompson, ALBERT FrepeRiok, Brecker, Btationer Green- 
wich ‘Pet March 2 Ord March 20 
ey 5 k: . AT Re. ag wietal 
—~ am Pet March 20 
Tinsiey, eam, Jackfield, Salop, 
21 
Waites, Joux, Batley Dewsbury Pet March 20 Ord 
March 20 
Waker, Witt1am Henry, Leeds, Farmer Leeds Pet 
March 1 
Wottravcn, Rapnar., Whitechapel 
March 19 Ord March 19 
Woopenrson, Freprricx, Leyton High Court Pet March 
Ord March 21 


Pet March 19 O. 
Tempezance Mary, Birmingham, 
Licensed Victualler 
adeley Pet March oi Ord 
9 Ord March 19 
High Court Pet 
21 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Assorrs, W, Strand, nite April 6 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Bettman, Ropert p ALBKAND ER i Accountant 
April 6 at 12 kruptcy bidgs, 


Bisnop, Jonn one Kidderminster, + Casey ot March 
30 at 2.15 AS Thursfield, Solicitor, Kidderminster 
Bowpen, Evizasera, Torquay, Widow April 5 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Ex: 

os tom, Chesterton, Farmer April 2 at 12 Off 

Hertford st, Coventry 

Bucuay, of, Newbury, Berks March 30 at 3 Off 
Rec, 95, Temple chmbs, Temple avenue 

Burkows, Feux, Stockton on Tees, Innk April 4 at 
3 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Carrer & Co, Bamvgn, Southend April 4 at 3 Off Rec, 
05, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Caruimar, Wittiam Anpersoy, Middlesborough, Steve- 
ae. April 4 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 

To! 

Coax, ~ tee James, Bow, Boot Manufacturer March 
Slatil Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Cougs, Joszru Rossrns, Birmingham, Grocer April 4at ll 
23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Cornet, Vicror, and Arice li Bermondsey April 6 
at2 blegs, Carey st 

5 Ovens Worcester, a. April 5 at 


DaGnat, ty CHARLES, Horley Brewer rks 5 at 11.30 24, 
y approach, London Bridge 

Daat, Tom — Abercarn, Butcher March 30 at 12 
Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Dasuar, Faaxcis ey Victoria st April6at3 Bank- 
rup' ’ 

oes, Stonegate, otk, ” “med April 2 at 12.30 Off 

Dunxuey, Josern ‘Akel ‘ade, Farmer 
St Aldate’s, Oxf : 1 Akcley, rs 

ro Grorer Jacos, Norwich, Cab 


Creese, AtBpert 
10.30 





31 at ll > Off 8, King ‘st, N 
Greastey, Joy Tuomas, Scarborough, Provision wd 
4ati2 Off Ree, 74, 4, Newborough st, Scar- 


—— 2 at 12 in On tues, Gitte Cok pv Rey > 


mater, Tromas Masy, ed st, Clerk April 6 at 2 


a Ropert “Provender Dealer April 6 at 
Off Ree, 14, st, Preston 
Han, 6 CHARLES, _ April 6 at 2.30 Bank- 
Manne, erg South 3 Middleton Butcher 
Off Ree, 8, Hie rd, Middlesborough 
Hannzis, Vand A , Jeweller’ April 4 at 12 Off 


Hart, eee IJ AH, i 
12at 3.30 Off Rec, 4, East st, Southam 

Houuims, ee Txomas, io, Timber Merchant March 
S30 at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Ath = tert hat pote i 

2 
Off Rec, 22, row, Leeds " 
Ippox, ~~ Preston, Tobacconist April 6 at2 Off 


4, Chapel st, Preston 
Jerre, Davip tt ao aoe he March 31 


Scam = 
Park 


at 12. 
Jones, — High at hte Glam. hs 8 at 12 
= swear - lam, Draper pril 
i, Joun ‘Tuouas,. binet Maker April 4 
one ona ig a Manchester April 9 at 12 
Maynew, ry x Barford, Farmer April 10 at 11.15 
Off St Paul’s sq, Bedford 


Mitts, Samvet, — Broker March 30 at 
12 Off Rec, 22, Park row 
Mutuens, — “Grocer April 4 at 3 Off 


Ree, 8, Al rd, 
Neumans, Henat Patwur, eaponee, Satis April 4 at 
11 Off Rec, 74, Newborough st, ‘borough 
Newmay, ie Harvixe, Holborn April 5 at 12 


Packarp, JONATHAN yom 4 Dronfield, Firmer April 12 
P. : 7 (an; Birmingham, — van Cabinet Mak April 5 at 
‘ARRY, WILLIAM, in er i 5 

11 28, Colmore row, ingham 
Reep, Nicnoias Wuire, and Rosert Reep, Newcastle on 
, Builders April9 at 11.90 Off Rec, Pink lane, 


ewcastle on 
Ruopgs, Aurrep, Thornborough, Farmer April 2 at 12 
Oxford 


1, 

Ricues, Rosert, Norwich, Farmer March 31 at 12 Off 
Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Rix, James Brows ee Lynn, Wareh useman March 
31 at 1.30 Off st, Norwich 

Rosinsow, ve Hensert, — ,Iropmonger April 
9at3 Rec, 4, East st, So 
Seacombe, Merchant April6ati1 Bank- 


Sounoeoen, pail 6 Shc, Eari’s Court, ane 
2 Bankruptcy bldys, Care ‘arey st 
Sura, Sates, Or Orel alton, Collier April2at3 16, Wood 
Tuomas, Evan Jenan, Cardiff, Grocer April 2 at 11 
T a Tso. ee. toa rt, Mon, Tail March 
REVEAL, Toomas Samve., Newpo: on. or 
30 gt ad Off Rec, Gloucester Bank ch bhmbrs, New- 
port, Mon 
Utyatrt, Wit114m, Bishopstoke, Coal Dealer A: 12 at3 
Off Ree, , East st, Southam we 
WaALtrtonx, ae borough, Clerk Aprildat3 Off 
rd, fh, Se March 


Mie soy Puaraon, Battersea Park Delage 

12.30 way approach, Lond 

Wisow. | eal Keighley, China ‘Dealer April 5 at 11 
Off Ree, » Manor row, Bradford 


— Jon, seacombe 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Assorr, Josern, Exeter, Chemist Exeter Pet March 3 
Ord March 20 


Baup, Louis Francois, Tooting High Court Pet March 21 
Ord March 21 

Beary, Tuomas Wriiusam, Rochester Rochester Pet 
March 3 Ord March 20 

Brapury, Tom, Lamy Mol. jp pape Farmer Warwick 


B ree ae ~! ae pherd Bush, Clerk High 
JUCKLE, ALTER JOHN, "s » Cler' 
Court Pet 


7 Ord 
Cartwriont, Recixaup, Old Basford Nottingham Pet 
March 21 Ord March 2t 


CHaLeiey, WitiiaM — St Albans, Stonemason 8t 
Albans Pet March 13 Ord March 19 

Cuapmay, Wit11Am Groner, Lewi-ham, "Traveller Green- 
wich ’ Pet March 16 Ord March 17° 

Coa, ALceryvon James, Bow, Boot Maker St Albans Pet 
March 14 Ord March 19 


Cums, Witu1am, Yeldon, Beds, Grocer Bedford Pet Feb 
Ord March 21 

cin, Sere Pay Seapeatee Bath Pet March 20 

Ce Georce Buiter, Middlesborough, Jeweller 


‘ockton on Tees Pet March 17 Ord March 17 
Dickinson, no ciny York, Labourer York 


Pet March 19 
Ord March 19 
Epvowrs, Wauter Dow.ey, Stamford, Surgeon Peter- 
borough Pet March3 Ori March 20 


Fornexby & Lyson, Horwich, Builders Bolton Pet March 
2 Ord March 16 
Frost, Leonarp MiLLwoop, Fiosbury pavement, Merchant 
Court Pet Feb10 Ord March 20 


High 


Gaeastey, Joun Tomas, . Provision Dealer 
G J a N i a a 
REEN, James THOMA: 
Bg me Pet Feb 24 rd March 21 
Rosert, Whitby, Tinworker Stockton on Tees Pet 
7 Od Maoh 19 
se, Sete Sone Cambridge Pet March 





Hespox, Corn Dealer Northallerton Pet 


2% Ord 
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Beoente, Bees Sertty, Gay Kendal Pet March 
Hous, Groner Suow hill High Court Pet March 19 
Houmas Wasa Carwoop, Walsall, Baker Walsall 


Ord March 19 
Hupsox, Juuia, South Dressmaker High 


Pot idarch #1. Ond Mbeeek 21 
Beye, Foe, ee ak, Cee High Court Pet 
Boog, Reset, Sen aes Preston Pet Feb 24 
Jones, James Eow aan, Gow Tent Maker Preston Pet 
J Fob is te _ SSA Se Pontypridd 
‘ON LLIAM 
‘Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
Kemp, Witt1am, Heanor, Builder Derby Pet March 20 
Ord March 20 


Kwarmuax, Epw Blacksmith Cardiff Pet 
March 19 Od teks” 
Larter, Harrow Weald, Builder 8t Albans 


Leckie, Perer McDovea Restaurant 
om. Sater, 5 19 yen ge ty 
yp, J, Lothbury Engineer High Court ‘ov 
Lo 25° Grd Masch ip Meal Manufacturer Reading 
NG, JOHN, 
Lo “1 nN Lincoln, Coal Merchant Lincola 
WE, 7 EWTON 
mage J 1 on Wisbech, Miller King’s Lynn 
LTBY. HN HOM. 8 
Pet eb 24 Ord Mareh 19 < 
a, oa Rochester 
McKe: pkey + a 
NZI § he 
High Court. F Sia eae are 
Morse, Your, Highworth * awindon Pet 
March 16 


Parker, Vinceyt, West aw ¢ Nottingham 
P Pet eh 19 Wale Bost Builder Walsall Pet 
EABODY 18, 
March 9 Ord March 19 


Roar Francis Timewe.t, Redborough Gloucester 
ENTHA: win HU 

. March 21 Ord March 21” nea 

kAGER, Tuomas, Bewdley, ie Dealer dderininster 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

emer ee an 

Tay, Tuomas, Bilston, Grocer Wolverhampton Pet 
March 21 ’ Ord March 21 

Tuomas, Evan Jawan, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet March 

o. 9 ae ~— ag » we 

NSLEY, OHN, ‘ackfield, Licensed ictualler 

flop "Pet March 31° Ord March 

Waker, Wituiam Henny, Leeds, Farmer Leeds Pet 
March 19 Ord March 19 

Wensasess, Sees Rarnagy, Whitechapel High Court Pet 


Ord March 19 
Wooperson, Faepericx, Leyton HighCourt Pet March 
21 Ord March 21 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apren, Wii.iam, Darlington, Clerk Pe Sem Stock- 
B. tm on ee cont Mare Ord Gt Yarmouth 
RN wher 
anpet March 23 Ord March 23 
Fen Ley Senet Leeds Pet March 22 
Bennett, How ano, Lianliwehaiarn, Newtown 
~~ ae - Innkeeper 
Guat pork Leicester, Auctioneer Leicester Pet 
March 21 Ord March 21 
Dury, Hewry, ae York Pet March 22 
Beeus, Saree See, Gone Sheffield Pet March 
RDIN ag ates, Shoemaker Leicester Pet 
Hangin di Ord March 19 
Hows, Sous Oaxes, Dudley Dudley Pet March 22 Ord 
vo"ftarch 22 Ord Maveh 32 Coal Dealer Bradford Pet 
March 


Liautroot, James, Howden, Grocer Kingston upon Hull 
“"Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
Cambridge, Builder Cambridge Pet 


Mays evo, T 
NSFL sansa, eee, 
Newmay, wo head Cambridge Pet 
March 
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Woop, Tromas, Lesmemston, Currier Plymouth Pet 
March 22 Ord March 2 


Younes, Horace aineae, East Bergholt, Bootmaker 
Ipswich Pet March 21 Ord March 21 


URDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER. 
L. Hesse & Co, Basinghall st High Court Rec Ord Nov 
10 Rese March 20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Bucxpex, Moses, Great Grimsby, Fisherman April 4 at 11 
Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 

Cuapper, Freperice WILLIAM, Plymouth, Butcher April 
6at3 10, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

Coun, Axrtuvn, Leicester, Auctioneer April4 at 3 Off 

Leicester 

Cox, Joux. Tuomas, Micklehurst, Joiner 
Town , Ashton under Lyne 

Cross, Groraz, Bath, Carpenter April 4 at 12.30 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristo. 

Davixs, Frepverice Witiiam, Liandudno, Hotel Proprie- 
tor April4at12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

Dury, Hennz, Harrogate, — April 5 at 12.30 Off 

Stonegate, Yor 
Few, DANE, Poulshot, Farmer Path Aprili4ati2 Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Cornst, Bristol 

Gum Cyaries ALExanper, Oxford, Auctioneer April 
5at12 1, 8t Aldate’s, Oxford 

Gusset, Fanpenice Avsert, Bristol, Hotel Proprietor 

A 


April 5 at 12.15 
Off 


at 1.15 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn street, 

Bristol 

Guasscock, Axwie Evizasets, Folkestone April 4 at 11.30 

Ree, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Harpine, Janes, Leicester, Shoemaker April 3 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Heat, Henry, Cambridge, Grocer April 11 at 12 Off Rec, 
5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Kavurmann, Marie Teoeees, Cheddar, Widow April 4 at 1 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Kemp, Wituiam, Heanor, Joiner April 3 at3 Off Ree, 
St James’s chmbrs, Derb 

Leckie, Peter McDovaat, Folkestone, Restaurant Keeper 

April 4at 12 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Morsz, Jony, Wilts, Baker April 6 at 12 Off Rec, 32, 
High st. Swindon 

Roperts, WILLIAM, " Cymer, Glam, Butcher April 3 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Tixstey, Jony, Jackfield, Salop, Licensed Victua'ler April 
11 at 12-30 County Court, adeley 

Wise, Samuvet Lowery, Kingston upon Hull, Lighter 
Owner April 4 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Barser, Faepericx James, Reading, Baker Reading Pet 
March 12 Ord March 21 

Barwarv, Atrreep, Lowestoft, Smackowner 
mou Pet March 22 Ord March 22 

Bass, Wituram, Leeds, Tobacconist Leeds 
22 Ord March 22 

Cotums, Arrtuur, Leicester, Auctioneer 
March 21 Ord March 21 

Duwxcev, Joseru, Akeley, Farmer 
14 Ord 2 


Great Yar- 
March 
Pet 


Pet 
Leicester 
Banbury Pet March 


Dury, Henry, Harrogate, Farmer York Pet March 22 
Ord March 22 


Epwarps, Groracr, oo Farmer Leominster 
Pet March 14 Ord Ma: 

Haove, Samvet, Sheffield, Oilman Sheffield Pet March 
22 Ord March 22 

Harprxec, James, Leicester, Shoemaker 
March 19 Ord March 19 

Kirxsy, Cuanies, Barnsley, Confectioner Barnsley Pet 
March 20 Ord March 22 

Jowett, WILLIAM, —- Coal Dealer Bradford Pet 
March 21 Ord March 

a < a, Salen, "Yorks, Grocer Kingston upon 
Hull Pet March 21 Ord March 21 

MacGagcor, ALExaxper Donatp, Wincanton, Lieut Col 
Portmadoc Pet Feb1 Ord March 22 

Mansrizip, Tuomas, Cambridge, Builder Cambridge Pet 
March 22 Ord March 


Leicester Pet 


Newmas, Josern, 5 Gardener Cambridge 
Pet March 21 Ord March 


Quvarmesy, Epwix, Gloncester. "Piano Tuner Gloucester 
Pet March7 Ord h 22 
Sawpers, Samvet WiLviam, Piymouth, Builder Plymouth 
Pet March 22 Ord March 2: 
Wii ed Manchester, Architect 
Pet Jan 25 Ord March 22 
Sievert, Witiiam, Leominster, Baker Leominster Pet 
Ord March 22 
Tuomas, kK. New Tredegar, Collier Pet 
March 21 Ord March 22 
Gases. Temperance Mary, Birmingham, 
Birmingham Pet March 20 Ord March 22 
Watrtox, Hesry, Oldbury. Publican West Bromwich 
Pet March 22 March 22 


SINGLETON, 


Tredegar 


, Currier Plymouth 


Youne, Jonx, Newhaven, Saddler Lewes Pet March 17 
Ord March 24 


Youxcs, Horace Hersert, East Bergholt, Bootmaker 


Ipswich Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Sreruzxs, Wittiam, Highnam, Glos, out of business 
Gloucester Adjud March 3,1888 Annul March 20, 1994 
BANKRUPTCY AN.JULLED. 
Hopezss, Tuomas H., Gledstanes rd, West Kensington 
High Court Adjud Dec 23, 1890 Annul March 21, 1894 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
April 3.—Messrs. Exits & Son, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o'clock, een and Leasehold Properties (see adver- 
tisement, this .. . 356). 
5.—Mesers. H. E. Foster & Craxrrep, at the Mart, 





March 31, 1894. 








All letters intended for publication im the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 

Journal with regularity, it is requested that 

application be made direct to the Publisher. 





Sales for the Year 1894. 
M Bases. E. & H. LUMLEY, of St. 
iva 


James’s-house, 22, St. James’s-street, Lenten, 
8.W., beg to announce for .the forthcoming year 
following DAYS of SALE, at the AUCTION ART. 
Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., but in addition others can be 
arranged for special sales. Terms on application :— 


Tuesday, April 17 | Tuesday, July10' Tuesday, Oct. 2 
Tuesday, May 22 Tuesday, July 31| Tuesday, Nov. 6 
Tuesday, June5 | Tuesday, Aug.14| Tuesday, Dec. 4 
Tuesday, June 26 | Tuesday, Sept. 11 | 


Messrs. E, & H. Lumley announce in the advertisement 
columns of “‘ The Times,”’ on Wednesdays and Saturdays, 
a complete list of their Sa'es, which will include Estates in 
England, Ireland, and Scotland, town and country proper- 
ties, ground-rents, reversions, gas and water shares, &c. 
In cases where om oped is to be included in these sales, 
ample notice should be given in order to insure due 
publicity.—St. James re-house, 22, St. James’ s-street, 8.W 


MINCING LANE. 
Important Freehold Premises.—With possession. 


 herr9e ELLIS & SON are directed to 

SELL, by AUCTION. at the MART, on TUESDAY 
NEXT, APRIL 3, at TWO ore the valuable FREE- 
HOLD PREMISES, No. 4, Mincing-lane, for many years in 
the occupation of the well-known West India merchants, 
Messrs. T. Deniel & Co. They occupy a ground area of 
about 1,725 square feet, in the very heart of the Colonial 
Produce Market, and consist of an unusually light and 
lofty ground floor, with ca’ _ ,, basement an strong 
rooms under, and approached old-fashi 
staircase, three upper floors ps Bachan ged as excellent suites 
of mercantile offices; the whole Satnated to produce 
a gross rental of about £1,500 per annum, forming a first- 
class investment, and in every way adapted for the occupa- 
tion of one large mercantile or professional firm. With the 
exception of two suites of rooms on the first and second 
floors, in the occuption of the Tunnell Portland Cement 
Works Company, West Thurrock (Limited), and Messrs. T. 
Daniell & Co. (14.), in lic pene a vacant possessian will 
be given on completion of t urchase. 

Printed particulars, with ‘see and conditions of a 
may be had of Messrs. Young, Jones, & Co., Solicitors, 2 
St. Mildred’s-court, E.C.; at the Mart; and of Messrs. 
Ellis & Son, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 45, Fenchurch- 
street, E.C. 





CITY OF LONDON. 


By order of the Heir of E. Conder, Esq., deceased.—Old- 
fashioned Freehold Premises forming a fine building site, 
and a Leasehold Warehouse adjoining, the whole with 
vacant possession. 

\' BSSES. ELLIS & SON are directed to 

4 SELL, AUCTION, at the MART, on =. 

DAY NEXT, A RIL 3rd, at TWO o'clock pee, One 

Lot, the FREEHOLD of an old-fashioned FIVE-STORIED 

WAREHOUSE, with good showroom and counting-house 

accommodation, situate No. 78, ee Thames-street, with 

side frontages to Brick-hill and es, close to 

Queen-street and Southwark-bridge, a aie position in 

the heart of the iron and paper markets, forming a fine 

building site of about 2,900 square feet, and ad oining in 

the rear a lofty one-storied leasehold warehouse, ajo for a 

term expiring 1907 at a rent of £150. Vacant possession of 





| the entire property will be given on completion of the pur- 


| may be had of 


chase 
Printed particulars, with plan and conditions of sale, 
Messrs. Surr, Gribble, & Co., Solicitors, 


| 12, fot-& lane; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Ellis & 
| Bon, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 45, Fenchurch-street. 


Metal | 


Pet | 
| these ESTATES at the 





In Liquidation.- -~Re House and Land Investment Trust, 
Limited, and Re Liberator Permanent Benefit Building 


Society. 

yy Bees GREEN & SON will hold a 
SALE by AUCTION of PROPERTIES under 

MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., 

on FRIDAY, 6th APRIL, at TWO o’clock, which will in- 

elude the following Desirable PROPER’ RTIES, viz. :— 


Two Freehold Country Residences at B urgh Heath, Ban- 


| stead, Surrey ; together with Freehold Colinas and Build- 


| ing Land. 


| Redhill ; 


E, c at 2 o’clock, Reversions, Life Policies, and Shares | 
see advertisemen 


it, this week, p. 4). 
6.—Messrs. Geexx & Sox, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
gat Lonacheld Properties and 


Ground-rents | 
(see advertisement, this week, p. 356 


Freehold Residential Property at Wallington, 
Surrey. Leasehold Residence, 35, Kempshott - road, 
Streatham-common. Five Leasehold Cottages, 1 to 5, 
Totton-road, Thornton Heath. Three Leasehold Cottages, 
59, 61, and 63, Napier-road, South Croydon. Two Free- 
hold Dwelling Houses, 6 and 7, Dunlop-place, Bermondsey. 
Nine Leasehold Cottages, G Garibaldi-road and Mill-street, 
and Three Freehold Ground Rents of £14 14s. per 
annum, secured upon Four Dwelling Houses in Beechwood- 
road, Caterham. 

Particulars of J ohn Paterson, a Chartered Accountant, 

Walbrook, L f Messrs 


essrs. Spreat & 
Nicholas-lane, E.C.; of Messrs. ee 


tslbomn, 
Welsford, Soli- 
i 17, Gracechurch-street, E.C.; and of Messrs. Green 


Auctioneers and Surveyors, and 2%, St. Swithin’s | 94 GH ANGERY LANE, LONDON. 


” 





RADFORD CORPORATION THREE 

PER CENT. DEBENTURE STOCK.—Redeemable 

1954.—ISSUE of £500,000 STOCK.—Authorized by the 

ration Water Acts, 1890 and 1892, and the 

therein referred to; also by “‘ The — Loans 

aot 1875.” Minimum price of “issue, £100 First 

dividend, being six months’ interest, payable 15th.  , 
1894. Princi ipal redeemable at par, 15th April, 1954. 

The Trust Investment Act, 1893, authorizes a trustee, 
unless expressly forbidden by the instrument (if any) 
creating the trust, to —ee in this stock. 

The London and Bank (Limited) are 
authorized by AR iene a mee of the Council 
of the County Borough of Bradford, held on the 22nd March, 
1894, to receive tenders for £500,000 of Bradford Corpora~ 
tion Debenture Stock, bearing interest at £3 per cent. per 
annum, to be issued for the pu of extending the 
waterworks described in the Acts of Parliament 
above-mentioned. 

The stock to be redeemable at par on the 15th April, 1954, 
unless previously cancelled by purchase either in the open 
— or by ent with the stockholders. 

 # the provisions of the Local Acts above quoted, the 
stock is secured upon the borough fund and borough rate, 
and the Co’ tion are under statutory obligation to 
provide a sin ~— fund for the redemption of the stock 
within the 60 years mentioned in the Acts of 1890 and 1892 
above-named, and to make a return annually to the Local 
Government Board showing that the provisions of such 
Acts have been duly complied with. 

The stock will be inseri in the books of the “ Bradford 
Corporation Three per Cent. Debenture Stock—Redeemable 
1954,” to be kept by the London and Westminster Bank 
(Limited), and will be transferable without charge and free 

of stamp duty at that hank, either b e stockholders 

y or by their ge The interest at the rate 
of 3 per cent. annum will payable - behalf of the 
Corporation of Bradford, at the London and Westminster 
Bank (Limited), Lothbury, on the 15th April and the 15th 
October in each year, by dividend warrants, which, if 
desired, can be sent by post at the stockholders’ risk. 

Tenders in the prescribed form will be received at the 
London and Westminster Bank (Limited), Lothbury, not 
later than 2.30 p.m. on Thursday, the 5th April, where and 
when they be opened in the presence of such of the 
Sree as may attend. Tenders can =e 1 with the 
Bradford Banking Company (Limited), ford, up to 
pal .m. on Wednesday, the 4th April, Yor transmission to 

mdon. 

The loan will be allotted to the highest bidders, but no 
tender will be accepted at less than £100 for every £100 of 
stock. Tenders must be sums of not less than £100, or 
raultiples of £100, of stock, and those at a price including a 
fraction of a shilling other than sixpence will not be 
preferential] — . Tenders at 1 the lowest price 
accepted will be subject to a pro rata diminution. 

Payment will be required as follows, viz. : £5 per cent. on 
application, and so much on the 12th A ril, as will leave 80 
per cent, to be paid in respect of each £100 of stock, as 


under, viz. 
£40 per cent. on the 11th May, 1894. 
£40 per cent. on the 11th June, 1894. 
Payment may be made in full on the 12th April, or on any 
subsequent day, under discount at the rate of 1} per cent. 


per annum. 

In ay * — in the pa: a any instal vom at er} 
P te, the deposit and i ents previously pai 
vill be liable to forfeiture. . 
rip cates will be issued after payment of the 
amount due on allotment, ns such certificates will be con- 
vertible into inscribed stock, 0 resentation at the London 

ene etunates Bank (Limi' » 80 soon as they are paid 
in 

Copies of the Acts of Parliament authorizing the Brad- 
ford Corporation to issue the stock can be seen at the 
London and Westminster Bank (Limited), Lothbury, or at 
the Town Clerk’s Office, Town , Bradford, and forms 
of tender can be obtained at the London and Westminster 
Bank Cpaiet, s -. at any of “ Branches of the Bank; 
also at the Bradf vay = (Limited), Brad- 
ford, and at the ak of the Town Clerk or ous Ac- 
countant, Town Hall, Bradford. 

London and Westminster Bank Ce. Lothbuary, 

London, E.C., March 29, 1 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 
have for Sale. ee on applica- 
Valuations attended to. 


intending 
Houses which th 
tion. Surveys 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Att MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


e Lord Chancellor, the Late of the 
iiai’bench, Corporation of London, &c. 





To Her alot: 


ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


and Gowns for Registrars, Town ™ 
erks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


Law Wi 








